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Summary 
 Dr. Charles Paglar,  a Eurasian,  was a scholorschip winner at fifteen,  who went 
on to be a doctor with a thriving practice.  He was a close friend of Sultan Ibrahim of 
Johore and had good friends in all the ethnic communities among whom he was also 
renowned for his generosity and kindness.  Soon after the Japanese invaded Singapore, he 
was appointed the head of the Eurasian Welfare Association when other communities 
were also headed by men selected by the Japanese.  During the war years Dr. Paglar is 
known to have given food,  medicines and protection where he could to Eurasians and 
others and particularly the community in Bahau which he supplied with medical care and 
morale boosting entertainment. 
 Soon after the Japanese surrender, the British Military Administration who had 
come to Singapore arrested Dr. Paglar and many community leaders with those who had 
collborated with the Japanese.  But while most of the others were released or out on bail,  
Dr. Paglar was subjected to a Preliminary Investigation.  Even though all the prosecution 
witnesses spoke well of him,  Dr. Paglar was charged with treason, a capital offence.  The 
trial did not proceed but instead of being acquitted,  Dr. Paglar was given a discharge not 
amounting to an acquittal and the matter was adjourned sine die.  Only on a later 
application was he acquitted,  and as this fact is not carried in popular or academic 
publications,  so Dr. Paglar’s reputation remains tainted with the suspicion that he might 
have in fact have collaborated with the Japanese. 
 This study examines treason and collaboration as concepts in the WWII years and 
immediately after,  and how they were applied to suspects.  Dr. Paglar’s investigation and 
court papers could not be found,  so the study was made of the newspaper reports, 
documentary evidence and analyses and through interviews with people who knew 
directly of the events and Dr. Paglar personally.  Questions of British prestige and being 
Eurasian are considered in the background of WWII. 
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Chapter   1 Introduction 
 
 Dr. Charles Joseph Pemberton Paglar is more often known in academic and 
popular history as a suspected collaborator whose treason trial was the most publicised 
for that post-World War II (WWII) era in Singapore and Malaya. During the Japanese 
occupation,  on 31st August 1942,  Dr. Paglar was appointed the President of the All-
Malayan (Eurasian) Association by the Japanese,  an appointment he knew he could not 
refuse without risk to his life.  During the years of occupation he was well known to have 
aided many and saved the lives of people of all communities.  Compelled by the Japanese 
he read out anti-Anglo-American speeches praising the Japanese,  as did leaders of other 
ethnic communities,  the Chinese and the Indian,  and as the Sultan of Johore was also 
forced to do.   He admitted that he encouraged young men to join trade schools and 
voluntary labour groups and learn a trade,  thereby shielding them from forced labour and 
entitling them to rations. Why was Dr. Paglar's case so notorious?  And what did he do 
that would attract a charge that carried the death penalty?  Soon after the war ended the 
British Military Administration (BMA) arrested Dr. Paglar, together with several 
community leaders,  pending investigations of collaboration and treason.   
 
 It may be suspected that Dr. Paglar's prosecution was used as a test case for the  
BMA.  Despite the potential  defence  of  duress,  the  lack  of  evidence  and  the  
strong support of prosecution witnesses,  he was denied bail,  made to stand trial and later 
given only a discharge not amounting to an acquittal,  the case being adjourned sine die.  
He was subsequently acquitted,  but that detail is little known and has not been hitherto 
mentioned in books for academic reference.   
 
 Dr. Paglar's early reputation and background would be considered remarkable in 
achievement.  He was the winner of the Queen's Jubilee Scholarship in 1910, at the age 
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of fifteen,  against all comers in the Straits Settlements.  He used the scholarship to  
qualify as a doctor and went on to post graduate work and a successful practice with a 
reputation as one who never refused help to anybody who requested it before the fall of 
Singapore on 15 February 1942. 1  
 
 It would appear that in the chaotic aftermath of WWII,  the investigation and 
prosecution of crimes committed during the war was one of many of the daunting tasks 
the BMA undertook.  But the BMA "... which ran Malaya from September 1945 until 
April 1946,  was plagued by inefficiency and corruption."2 The returning British also had 
other more serious considerations,  among them the restoration of prestige for the British 
(and the Dutch and French, other colonial powers) and the pressing necessity to get the 
economy functioning.  This can be interpreted as in strong part an intention to re-
establish control of Malaya and therefore have access to the valuable raw materials for 
rebuilding and the sale of which would assist payment of a huge British war debt to 
America.3  With this background,  an examination will be made of the circumstances 
surrounding the prosecution,  the trial itself and the crime of treason as it pertained to this 
trial and the Eurasian Dr. Paglar's background and actions that may have led to this 
prosecution and its result.  Answer will be sought to the questions of whether Dr. Paglar  
should  have  been  brought to trial  at all,  and  the  significance  of  the  court's  actions.  
An assessment is made of the judge's decision to adjourn the case sine die,  with 
particular reference to whether the decision was just or merely expedient.  It is necessary 
to keep in mind that the prevailing laws and attitudes have to be judged from within that 
time frame,  without the insights and case law that have subsequently arisen. 
                                     
1    Cross-examination of F.V. Woodford reported in the Straits Times on 21 January, 1945. 
2     Kratoska,  P.H. 1998.  The Japanese Occupation of Malaya 1941-1945 at page 306). 




 Apart from sources in Singapore,  attempts were made to discover any documents 
pertaining to the investigation and the trial to no avail.  A visit in person to the Public 
Records Office in Kew drew the surprising result that not a single reference to Dr. Paglar 
existed on their records.  The Research, Knowledge & Academic Services of the British 
National Archives also drew a blank as did a request for information under the Freedom 
of Information Act administered by Whitehall and the Ministry of Defence finally 
received this official reply from Godfrey Player of the Ministry of Defence. 
 "..after this length of time, it is more than likely that those papers would  have 
also been passed on to the National Archives at Kew.  There is also   
 the possibility that when Singapore gained it's independence,  the records  handed 
over to the new authorities,  in which case any records of the trial  would be in the 
Singapore's National Archives. You also may have to face  the fact that these records 
may have been destroyed."4  
 At this point in time it is not possible to trace any of the records pertaining to the 
investigation and trial of Dr. Paglar. 
 The fact that Dr. Paglar was Eurasian is postulated as a major factor in the 
decision to prosecute him after the war.  A logical beginning is therefore made in 
examining Dr. Paglar's background and activities,  keeping in mind that he was Eurasian.  
The anomalous role of the Eurasian in Singapore under the British may provide further 
insights into Dr. Paglar's subsequent trial. 
 
Biographical background of Dr. Paglar 
 Charles Joseph Paglar was the adopted son of  Mr. and Mrs. A.J.F. Paglar of 
Malacca. They were Eurasian of Portuguese descent,  landowners and on the respectable 
                                     
4    email received on 9 Nov 2004.   
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list of jurors in Malacca.  No records could be traced of the child's actual parentage or 
adoption. He deposed on oath that he was born on 1 September 1894 in Batu Gajah in 
Perak,  an Unfederated Malay State,  and brought to Penang Convent for adoption.  
 
 Family tradition tells that his mother may have been a Tamil estate worker and his 
father an Englishman named Pemberton.  One persistent story is that his father was 
Sikh.5  But his son Eric said that Dr. Paglar visited the Pemberton family in Bedford in 
1932,  as did his daughter Ethel in 1951 - each time their further association was not 
encouraged.  The adoptive parents were quite well off and treated him with affection,  
sending him to St. Francis' Institution in Malacca,  where he was the Top Sports Boy in 
1910.  That year,  at the age of fifteen, he won the Queen's Diamond Jubilee Scholarship 
against contenders from the whole of the  Straits Settlements.   It was  tenable  only in the 
Straits  Settlements and he chose to study  medicine  at  King  
Edward VII  Medical  College  in  Singapore,   graduating  L.M.S. &  S  in  1917,   as  a 
medallist.  Dr. Paglar's postgraduate studies included Edinburgh (L.R.C.P. & L.R.C.S.) 
and Glasgow (L.R.F.P.& S.),  also undertaking studies in Germany, Syria and later Java.  
After qualifying he began work in the government medical service,  and later practised 
with Dr. Milnes D'Cotta before setting up his own clinic, in Coleman Street.  Much later,  
at the beginning of WWII he added Joo Chiat Dispensary,  at 32 Joo Chiat Road.   
 In or around 1930  Dr. Paglar was fined $20 for battery,  against a Britisher.  His 
defence was that the man was what was known colloquially as a "road hog" who was 
drunk and threatening.  Dr. Paglar told his son that he thought his subsequent problems 
                                     
5   Interview with Eric Paglar, 28 January 2003, Singapore.  Also in a telephone call with Vernon       
      Cornelius,  a distant cousin,  6 August 2002 and a telephone call with Donald Paglar. 
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with the colonial government stemmed from this act of his which,  in some way,  was 
taken to have been insulting to a person of a superior race.6  
  
 In 1932 Dr. Paglar was struck off the medical register for "infamous conduct". 
These were difficult times as he had three children and could not be employed as a 
doctor.  He borrowed money from Eric Paglar's mother and went to the Greater Medical 
Council in London where his appeal was granted and he was reinstated.7 On his return to 
Singapore he worked in Johore where the Sultan was setting up a hospital to be named 
after his mother,  and also with Dr C.L. Tessensohn,  his friend at his clinic.  He then 
opened the Paglar Surgery at 23-3 Coleman Street,  and the Paglar Clinic and Maternity 
Hospital at 321 Joo Chiat Place  (located where the Eastshore Hospital now stands) where 
he practised medicine till his death on 9 December 1954. 
 
 Dr. Paglar's friendship with HRH Sultan Ibrahim of Johore was extremely close.  
He was appointed Physician Extraordinary,  Surgeon of the Johore Military Forces (the 
Sultan had his own standing army) and,  inter alia,  was the consultant and adviser to 
Sultan Ibrahim in the planning and construction of the Johore Bahru General Hospital.  In 
1937 he travelled with Sultan Ibrahim to attend the coronation of King George VI to 
which they had both been invited.  Dr. Paglar was also invited to the Afternoon Garden 
Party at Buckingham Palace.  They returned via Germany where  some "modern" medical 
                                     
6    Interview with Eric Paglar, 28 January 2003, Singapore.  It could not be verified from any records. 
7    NARA report RG226  128585,  10 May 1945 :  Malaya under the Japanese, gives the striking-off    but 
not the reinstatement.  Dr. Paglar was listed among registered medical practitioners at page 1712,  but not 
in the 9 February issue of 1934 in the Straits Settlements Gazette of 9 September 1932. 
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machines were purchased for the hospital,  and an engineer,  Heinrich Schmidt,  was 




 1. Portrait photograph of Dr. Charles Paglar. 
 
 Dr. Paglar was Founder,  Patron,  President,  Vice-President or supporter of over 
fifty educational,  welfare,  social,  youth, voluntary religious and sports organizations.  
These included the Presidency of the SRC (1946-1954),  Founding Member of the 
Singapore Family Benefit Society (1935) and the People's Education Association (Adult 
and Continuing Education) in 1950,  Scouts Association and  St John's Ambulance 
Brigade.  The full list appears at Appendix 8. 
                                     
8   Schmidt subsequently came to Singapore and began representing Leica,  living at Dr. Paglar's cousin 





 With a life as crowded with activity,  whether in medical practice,  social service 
or leisure sports,  Dr. Paglar (with his eldest daughter, Ethel) was known to decry 
"loafers" and supported efforts to engage the youth in useful or sporting activities.  
Malcolm Kraal (2003: 91-92) recalled9:  
Robin [his brother] still remembers Ethel in Singapore as his 'Cub Master' neatly 
rigged out in her uniform ...can still recall how dedicated Ethel was and the effort she put 
in  to  making the boys and girls happy as they sat around in a big circle, completely 
focused. ... Dr. Charlie Paglar and Mr. A.J. Braga were the participants in all the hunting 
trips.  The Eurasian Youth Movement activities ceased at the outbreak of the Pacific War. 
... A pity indeed,  as these meetings helped greatly in educational,  cultural and social 
development of the community.    
Dr. Paglar was twice married and had six children and also two adopted children.  
 Sultan Ibrahim ibni Almahum Sultan Abu Bakar came to the Johore throne in 
1895 and accepted a British Advisor in 1914 with reluctance,  had his own standing army 
and a strong sense of his own personal royalty and the independence and wealth of his 
state.  Dr. Paglar's friendship and association with Sultan Ibrahim of Johore was a source 
of suspicious to the government,  because the Sultan himself was suspected of at least 
having sympathies for the German and Japanese causes.    Peter Elphick10  recounted the 
suspicions against the Sultan.  The medical machinery purchased in Nazi Germany,  with 
engineer in tow to service and maintain,  were also suspicious,  particularly as a 
transmitter was in operation in the vicinity of the Istana.  It is possible that both Dr. 
Paglar and the Sultan of Johore were listed by the British as "Grey" or "Black" - a 
speculation of Dr. Paglar's told to his son Eric. "Black" and "Grey" were security 
                                     
9     Kraal,  Malcolm.  2003.  Letter to Shane.  Unpublished.  
 
10   Singapore the Pregnable Fortress  1995 at pages 88-94. 
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categories: "blacks" were irreconcilables and were security risks;  "greys" were affected 
by enemy propaganda and could be security liabilities.11  Millionaire businessman Ong 
Boon Tat and Dr. Paglar went together on holiday in Japan in the early 1930s.  The 
Sultan also made a grand tour of Japan after that,  and was extravagantly feted,  and 
thereafter officers of the Johore Military Force were lavishly entertained by Japanese 
buisnessmen, which may have added to British suspicions,  in view of his earlier German 
visit.12  
 
 Author Anthony Burgess erstwhile member of the Malayan Civil service,  acutely  
observant of Malayan  people  (Malayan Trilogy: 1956-1959)  and of his own  Britishers  
wrote13 :  "There was always an amateurishness in colonial administration, and even in 
technical specialisation, which was deemed desirable by the British, who have never 
trusted professionalism. Sir Frank Swettenham, one of the founder Malayan 
administrators, laid down succinctly the qualities desirable in a new recruit to the service 
- good at games, not so good at studies, unmarried and amoral enough to employ a 
sleeping dictionary, not too matey otherwise with the natives, clubbable. He might have 
added something about artistic taste, or lack of it, but that, like a fear of intellectualism, is 
probably implied in the first two items.  
 If I had hoped to find intellectual companionship among my white colleagues it 
was because I expected a transferral of the grammar school atmosphere to a college 
celebrating fifty years of academic glory. But there was little glory, except on the rugger 
and hockey fields. Jimmy Howell announced with satisfaction at a staff meeting the 
installation of a hundred stout locks for the library bookcases. "One for each book," I 
unwisely said." 
                                     
11   CAB 101/69, CAB/HIST/T/B/4/7  7 Oct 1945.  Note to 14. 
12   WO106/2579C, PRO, cited in Elphick, 1995 at page 89. 
13   Burgess, A.  Little Wilson and Big God 1987 at page 384. 
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 Apart from the economic consideration to favour its own countrymen or particular 
group among those countrymen, common among all peoples,  the British colonial 
government of Malaya and Singapore maintained an Englishness in attitude to the 
coloured local people that precluded the likelihood of treating them as equals.  The rules 
relating to the stratification of the English class system were in place among the English.  
The gemeingeist  or mindset of this Englishness was such that Fox14 noted:  "Of all 
peoples,  the English are surely  historically  the least qualified to preach about the 
importance of adapting to host culture manners and mores. Our own track record on this is 
abysmal.  Wherever we  settle in any numbers,  we  not  only  create  pockets of utterly 
insular Englishness,  but  often  also  attempt to impose our cultural norms and habits on 
the local population." 
 
 Eurasians,  for the sake of employment or favour,   and sometimes in the case of 
the women,  a husband,  embraced the English way of life as they thought they could 
imitate it.  The positive aspects included the sense of fair play,  cheering for the 
underdog,  aspects of humour and courtesy.  Undesirable aspects adopted,  apart from a 
discreditably good imitation of the class system,  were the English brands of hypocrisy,  
social climbing and emotional repression. 
 
 The Eurasians had a class system, "Upper Tens  v  Lower Six".  The former 
category claimed Upper Middle Class status  and were more monied, more educated,  
well-spoken in English,  often Protestant rather than Catholic, claiming as little of 
Portuguese descent as possible and often fairer of skin. On the other end of the scale were 
those who struggled financially and lacked the colouring and polish  the "Upper Sixes" 
                                     
14  Fox, K. Watching the English - The Hidden Rules of English Behaviour. 2004 at page 20. 
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flaunted.  As practised by the Eurasians,  these forms of snobbery were carried out in 
excruciating detail,  from the use of a person's form of address, "Mrs. So-and-So"  as 
against "Aunty"  and "Uncle"  by The Others,  to the correct use of silver at table and 
whether you had a seat in the reserved family pew in church.  Sensible local habits  which 
they  avoided  also  separated the Upper Ten  Eurasians from the Lower Six :  as in 
leaving footwear at the door to prevent tramping dirt all over the home,   washing versus 
the use of toilet paper or using a dessert spoon to eat rice as a staple,  not as a vegetable. 
 
 The field of sport,  particularly cricket,  was one arena in which prowess could 
draw favourable attention in the obtaining of scholarships or a job opening.  It was also a 
good leveler which is one of the reasons that the Conrad Clarke Cup was inaugurated in 
1924 for play between Europeans versus The Rest,  the latter being mainly Eurasian as 
Mr. Clarke was,  but also included State cricket players who were Indian and Chinese.   
 "Thirty-three intensely contested matches were played on the Padang... twelve 
were drawn,  eleven were won by the Rest and ten by the Europeans ... and more than the 
team's collective pride rode on the outcome of the match."15  
 Yet an earthy sense of humour,  inherited more from the warm Malay/Javanese 
than the European genes, had Clarke, fully sensible to the implications, cheering for the 
Europeans. 
 The position of being regarded as not European or British for employment and 
social reasons had prevailed for the Eurasian since the early nineteenth century.  The 
mixed European and Asian person was variously called "Anglo - __", "Native Christian" 
and "Indo-Briton".  By 1824 the term "Eurasian" was in use in Malayan census records,  
and connotations of undesirability may be inferred,  rather than a desire for accurate 
                                     
15  Tessensohn, D.  Elvis Lived in Katong  2001 at page 102. 
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reporting.  The opening of the Suez Canal in 1869 was particularly significant for 
Eurasians..  Prior to that date,  with less manpower available directly from home,  
Eurasians filled useful positions as clerks and lower order positions in administration.  
With the arrival of more women from Europe,  the position of the Eurasian woman was 
also degraded,  as they were then barely tolerated as mistresses and not permitted as 
wives by the European employing companies. 
 
 Dr. Paglar's adoptive parents were Eurasian landowners,  and he was brought up 
Eurasian. While many combinations of European and Asian are possible,  English-Thai,  
English-Javanese,  French-Indian,  German-Thai and so on,  the majority of Eurasians in 
Malaya and Singapore had some Portuguese ancestry.  Of the many who claimed no 
Portuguese ancestry,  a large number shared the cuisine and indefinable culture of the 
descendants of the Kristang,  the Portuguese Eurasians.  By the mid-nineteenth century,  
English was the dominant language and the Eurasian excelled at it.  Compelled by their 
exclusion from purely British and European advantages,  Eurasians of all ancestry 
sometimes came together for a common purpose. 
 
 Recreational sports was one such desired purpose.  This was a leisure activity 
denied to those who had to spend most of their time working and earning enough to keep 
their families fed,  clothed and sheltered.  The Singapore Cricket Club  (SCC) had long 
been established on the Padang and recreational games had been played there since 1854.  
As they had in their entire history up till 1881 admitted only one person of 'mixed-
blood'16 , some Eurasian men thought that it was time that they too could participate in 
such a desirable activity on their own. 
                                     
16   C.E. Velge,  Registrar of the Supreme Council in Chornalingam, S. 1986/7. The Historical 




 Just prior to the formation of the Singapore Recreation Club,  a group of 
Eurasians formed "the Other SCC",  the Straits Cricket Club,  and began playing 
organized games quite successfully.  But by then they had learnt about getting patronage 
and lobbying for support.  A group of Eurasian men met on 23 June 1893 to discuss a 
pressing need for recreational and sports facilities that would be open to them without 
question of eligibility.   On 25 March 1894 a successful petition was presented to the 
Colonial Secretary for a piece of land to establish sporting facilities for the Eurasian 
community  at the north end of the Padang,  opposite the SCC that was exclusively 
European apart from a very few non-Europeans. 
 
 The SRC,  122 years old in 2005,  always had to struggle for funding and support 
within the community,  unlike the SCC who could count on patronage from the trading 
houses and banks.  Nevertheless it played excellent cricket,  dominated in hockey,  and 
did very well in football,  billiards and even took on the "white man" in rugger.  The first 
Singaporean Olympian,  Lloyd Valberg,  was from the SRC,  and in the Melbourne 
Olympics of 1956,  it sent seven out of the eleven hockey players and the coach.   
Eurasian ladies were rarely permitted into the pavilion or club house of the SRC.  Their 
limited activities outside the home centered around the church.  In 1918 the Eurasian 
Literary Association was formed under the patronage of Edwin John Tessensohn,  a 
community leader,  at his home in Sophia Road.  It had both men and women taking part 
in a wide range of activities beyond literature,  and ventured into education and welfare.  
The Association later renamed itself the Eurasian Association,  and were more involved 
with community work.  Never forgetting the Kristang's love of the arts and music,  for 
which the Eurasian Literary Association had originally been formed,  E.J. Tessensohn 
then encouraged the formation of the Portuguese Amateur Dramatic Company of 
Singapore and became its patron. 
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The Colour bar 
 By 1882,  there were a few Straits-born Chinese and Eurasians who qualified to 
take the examination for the civil service of the Straits Settlements.  Eurasians 
considering themselves "first among equals" quickly found that they were increasingly 
regarded as unsuitable socially or in the civil service.  Jobs were at stake,  and with the 
opening of the Suez Canal (1869) and steamship travel,  British women traveled out to 
the Far East and put an end to the easy relations their menfolk were wont to have with the 
local women,  among whom the Eurasian was particularly attractive in feature, spoke 
English and was Christian. "The old free and easy, uniquely Singaporean way of life 
changed to a more formal middle-class society, staid, honest, respectable,  
unadventurous,  narrow-minded,  reflecting the values of mid-Victorian Britain."17  
 A small community,  the Eurasians were not monied and looked very much to the 
British as their patrons, and British ways as ideal.  They were not united and, except for a 
very few individuals who established businesses and newspapers,  were in clerical and 
menial jobs.  Sir John Anderson,  Governor of the Straits Settlements, wrote in a 
confidential communication to the Colonial Office on 17 August 1904, 18  that "Any 
European would consider it an indignity to be asked to serve under a Eurasian".  He 
requested that the Colonial Office exclude non-Europeans from the civil service because 
of the prejudice the great mass of Asians had for non-European officials.  A new 
regulation was implemented as a result of Anderson's request,  so from then on,  the civil 
service and the commissioned grades of the police would only accept applicants "of 
European descent".  A Eurasian tested this in 1910,  claiming, quite rightly, that he was 
                                     
17    Turnbull, M.  A History of Singapore, 1819-1975 1977 at page 64. 
18   Anderson to Lyttleton,  confidential note,  and in minutes by R.E. Stubbs,  12 September 1904, CO 
273/300.  Cited in J.G. Conceicao's unpublished thesis "The Rulers and the Ruled:  The Singapore Eurasian 
Community under the British and the Japanese. 
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of European descent. The regulation was amended to be quite clear that the candidate for 
the civil service had to be "of European descent on both sides".19  
 The Colour Bar was highly resented and it was the Eurasians like John Edwin 
Tessensohn,  Dr. Noel Clarke and others who were the most vociferous,  strongly backed 
by the Straits-born Chinese who could be said to be even more Anglophile. Observed 
Strobolgi,20  "There should be no colour bar.  In practice,  though justice has been even-
handed, our Malayan, Indian and Chinese fellow-citizens were not made to feel that they 
were on an equality with the Europeans.  Service under arms or the right to bear arms is a 
hall-mark of citizenship in the present day world.  Unfortunately Whitehall still suffered 
from memories of the Indian Mutiny...To have raised Asiatic armies in Malaya 
something like a revolution in the outlook and policy of the British Colonial Office was 
required .... If the Chinese,  for example,  were trained to arms,  or were armed,  the 
theory of these antediluvians was that they might be in a position to demand political 
concessions.  There was also the ridiculous idea that the white man's prestige demanded 
that only he should be the armed defender.  Yet,  if the white man could not defend his 
Asiatic fellow-subjects against another Asiatic power, what became of his prestige?" 
 
 The discrimination extended throughout the Straits Settlements. Lim 21 recounted 
about her husband: "Even though the British in Malacca recognised [Lim} Koon Teck's 
capabilities and intellect, they continued to be unhappy about the fact that he was the top 
man there.  He was therefore made Second Magistrate in Penang,  which was actually a 
demotion of his position as District Judge in Malacca.  As if that wasn't bad enough,  the 
Third Magistrate,  who was of some age, retired  and a young Englishman was sent from 
Britain to replace him.  This young man,  however,  took offence  to  having  to  work  
                                     
19   32 House of Commons Debate 1385-86 & 38 House of Commons Debate 1907-8, 22 May 1912 as 
cited in Butcher, J.G. The British in Malaya: 1880-1941 at page 108. 
20   Strabolgi,  Lord. Singapore and After. 1942 at pages 56 -57. 
21   Lim, B.  1994.  A Rose on My Pillow  at page 72. 
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under  a  local  man  and  made  considerable  noise to the authorities.  He wanted to take 
over Koon Teck's position as Second Magistrate and have  K.T. working under him 
instead.  The man succeeded and K.T. Lim was made the Third Magistrate,  more highly 
qualified and experienced as he was." 
 Low22 , a qualified teacher, also had to face the same discrimination: 
"Throughout 1941 I participated in the running of two classes for the training of English 
in Private Schools and for teachers of English in Chinese Schools.  The European 
lecturers were paid $10 an hour.  It was suggested that I be paid $2 an hour,  but after 
much pen-pushing in minute-papers,  Mr. Cheeseman  directed that I be paid $5 an hour."  
 This clear discrimination was put in perspective for Dr. Paglar after his first 
journey to Britain and seeing first hand the 'white man' at menial tasks in the streets,  the 
myth of their superiority was shattered for ever.  Equally he retained his sense of humour.  
Dr. Paglar was known to tell any Eurasian who decried any aspect of a Eurasian's 




 Eurasians had always been keen to render their services in the defence of 
Singapore.  When the first Singapore Volunteer Rifle Corps were formed in 1854, there 
were many Eurasians in their ranks.  However as more Europeans (the "Ropiano" in 
Kristang,  the Portuguese creole of  the  Malacca - descended  Eurasians) came into 
Singapore,  the aforementioned racial discrimination began to grow and correspondingly 
the number of Eurasian volunteers diminished.  By 1887 they had disbanded. 
 
                                     
22   Low,  N.I. Chinese Jetsam on a Tropical Shore 1974 at pages 149-150. 





                  
 
               2   Singapore Volunteer Rifle Corps 1869-1870 
 With the formation of the Singapore Volunteer Army in 1890 the War Office 
proposed an exclusively Eurasian volunteer corps,  but the idea was not taken up until 
1894 when the Singapore Volunteer Infantry (SVI) No. 1 Company (Eurasian) was 
formed.  Despite their renowned marksmanship they were largely ignored by the colonial 
authorities.24  With the start of WW1,  Eurasians petitioned the government offering their 
services and were rebuffed.  When the Indian Mutiny broke out on 15 February 1915,  the 
Eurasians approached the authorities twice,  the  second  occasion to propose a revival of 
the Eurasian Company of Volunteers. The Eurasians were dismayed and disgusted to 
discover on 15 June 1915 that their services were only required as clerical and lower 
administrative workers.  It was only on 9 April 1918 that the authorities finally decided to 
grant the Eurasians the right to defend their colony.  The Eurasians formed "D' Coy,  and 
                                     
24  The SVI was disbanded in 1909. 
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exclusively Eurasian company in the Singapore Volunteer Corps.  They could proudly 
boast of the largest of the seven companies in the SVC with five officers and 158 in the 
other ranks.  A 'G' Company was later formed of machine gunners,  mainly Eurasian.  'D' 
Coy provided auxiliary assistance in the early days of the war,  and together with their 
brother Eurasian company from Malacca saw action in defence of Singapore.  In addition 
Eurasians served in the British forces in the Middle East and in the Australian Volunteer 
forces.25   
 
The Medical Auxiliary Service (MAS) 
 Among the MAS volunteers were Dr. Paglar and his daughter Ethel.  Dr. Paglar 
was the Medical Officer in charge at the Yock Eng School where there was a medical 
station and his daughter Ethel used her car to ferry casualties before she was herself 
evacuated to Australia as her husband, Stanley Lee, was an officer with the Royal Naval 
Reserves. 
Despite everything the Eurasian tried to do in serving the British in their 
permitted clerical capacities and in volunteering for military service,  it is quite certain 
that they were not regarded with trust.  As Elphick pointed out,  "what appears to be 
racial bias against the Eurasians" was  demonstrated  resoundingly  in an incident that 
took place in 1940,  related by A.H. Dickinson.26   
 
 Governor Shenton Thomas gave a dinner at Government House at which was 
present both the Commander-in-Chief,  Admiral Sir Percy Noble and the General Officer 
Commanding, Major-General Lionel Bond.  During the course of the meal a telegram 
was received in cipher,  and Sir Shenton summoned G.E. Bogaars his Eurasian chief 
                                     
25   Among them F. Ebert flying for the RAF and G.A. Tessensohn in the RVAAF. 
26  Elphick (1995: 222-224) quoting from Dickinson's Report.  Bryson Collection,  Royal    
 Commonwealth Library. 
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clerk, who was to decipher it. Dickinson was asked to see Noble the next day and said 
that he was "horrified at the fact of entrusting,  in wartime especially,  to a Eurasian 
subordinate the decoding of secret cipher messages".  Noble and possibly Bond reported 
the matter to London and within twenty-four hours the Governor the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies sent a "stinker" of a telegram demanding a report of the incident,  for 
which Bogaars' antecedents were detailed. 
 
 Bogaars had been in government service since the 1920s,  and his long service 
and integrity were not of consequence to Noble or Bond.  But the fact of his being 
















                                     
27  Bogaars later received the OBE  and was to serve a total of four British governors. 
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Chapter   2 World War Two  
 
 Causes for "The Worst Disaster" of the fall of the "pregnable fortress" have been 
studied extensively from Callahan to Farrell & Hunter,  Hack & Blackburn,  Barber, 
Elphick et al. and include Churchill's role in the direction of the British war effort, 
inadequate aircraft and military equipment,  apathy, the lack of defence preparedness of 
Malaya and the local population,  Japanese determination and military power,  ignoring 
intelligence,  poor communications,  bad relations between the military and civilian 
government, racist attitudes and nascent nationalism.   
  
 The PRO in England only released the documents relating to the fall of Singapore 
fifty years after the event rather than the usual thirty years because the causes and blame 
were adjudged very sensitive issues. Only a brief discussion of the pre-war period will be 
made. 
  
 Whether out of a desire not to panic the population,  ignorance, complacency or 
outright deception, the government did not give the population sufficient information of 
the threat of a Japanese invasion.  Even after the Japanese landed in Kelantan and were 
rapidly making their way down the peninsular to Singapore, the government 
prevaricated.. 
 
 Cecil Brown, an American journalist, in a broadcast on 11 February 1942 
reported27: "At the time the authorities banned me from broadcasting from Singapore,  
the head of  Military Intelligence said that civilian morale could win or lose the battle for 
Singapore.  Every American and British correspondent would affirm that censorship in 
                                     
27  Brown, C. Suez to Singapore  1942 at page 495. 
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Singapore did everything possible to hide the situation from those civilians expected to 
fight the battle for Singapore."  The Straits Times contributed to the general deception on 
the Singapore population as to the reality of the situation but also seemed to be unable to 
extricate themselves from the British Administrative mentality,  a mirror reflection of the 
British Civil Service mentality.  Brown28 recorded that an eight-column story was 
published on 13 January 1942 with the headline "Singapore Beats Off 125 Raiders"  He 
wrote: "What actually happened was the Japs dropped their bombs and went home." 
 The Chinese,  having suffered the Japanese in the Chinese mainland and practical 
survivors,  had their own ways of knowing the truth.  They reacted in a way that was "to 
shake the fortitude of white Singapore more profoundly than any raid ... Every 
shopkeeper abruptly terminated the age-old chit system. ... cash down was the order of 
the day... "It was the Chinese way of saying we'd had it."29  
 Looking out for their own, on 13 December 1941,  the British secretly evacuated 
their women and children from Penang,  leaving behind the women and children  of  the  
Asiatic population who were extremely angry about it. Lim wrote, 30  "One day the Chief 
of Police came looking for Koon Teck and told him, "You are now in charge".  Koon 
Teck was the natural choice because he was the highest-ranking volunteer officer there.  
After that the Chief of Police left and we never saw him again.  I think the official 
abbreviation for him was OPC and we used to say that it meant "Orang Puteh Cabot"  
(that is, the white man ran away). Duff Coopoer made it clear on 20 December 1945 that 
he laid responsibility on everyone for the evacutation of European women and children.  
Evacuation from the north of Malaya downwards proceeded.  
 As the situation grew progressively worse,  with  heavy fighting and the Japanese 
already in Johore, dive-bombing and machine-gunning the British troops,   the British 
                                     
28  Ibid. at page 141. 
29  Barber, N.  Sinister Twilight. 1968 at page 83. 
30  Lim  1994 at page 77. 
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still reported to the Singapore population that their troops had been withdrawn "in the 
face of superior enemy forces"31 Among the local civilian population who could afford 
passage aboard one of the evacuating ships,  some chose to go. Many chose to stay 
because their wives and children refused to go without them,  among them Arthur 
Pestana and his wife Iris.32 . Dr. Paglar, who could have afforded passage with all his 
family, chose to stay.  He told his son Eric that he had his patients to look after.33  Some 
of the wealthier chartered junks to take their families to nearby island off Sumatra.  Those 
hoping for passage had to fight through bureaucratic red tape to secure a place in one of 
the evacuating ships. But here as in the case with Penang,  the fleeing British took 
precedence over the local populace.  Kraal 34 :"There were also a few British  
businessmen  on the ship,  so called "key personnel   It was  obvious they had the money 
and the necessary influence to  obtain passage on this evacuation ship [the Gorgon].  
Each morning these smartly dressed,  pipe  smoking  men  paraded  around  the  top  deck 
for all to observe ... The ship was ostensibly for the evacuation of women and children. " 
And Hayter wrote,35 : "One good thing about the shipload on the Felix Roussel was the 
sight of so many Eurasians leaving... the Eurasians hardly seemed to be getting a fair 
deal. [Conversations with Eurasians in Sime Road years later indicated that this was the 
case.]" 
The Fall of Singapore 
 The Japanese met with both gallant resistance and weary, disheartened troops.  
They fought their way through Malaya and into Singapore between 8 December 1944 and 
15 February 1945,  when the surrender was signed.  Hack and Blackburn36 concluded 
                                     
31   Brown 1942 at page 428 writing from his diary notes for 21st January 1942.  
32   Interview with Patrick Pestana,  12 February 2001. 
33   Interviews with Eric Paglar,  2003 - 2005, Singapore. 
34   Kraal, M. Letter to Shane  2003 at page 77. 
35   Hayter, J.  Priest in Prison. 1989 at page 47. 
36   Hack, K. Blackburn, K Did Singapore have to Fall?  Churchill and the   
Impregnable Fortress. 2004 :at page 80.  
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that when defeat finally became a real possibility "Churchill's mood was not that of his 
commanders.  He determined the island should die in a manner honourable to his now 
thoroughly dishonoured empire calling for protracted fighting."  Described as "savage" 
by Callahan37  is a cable sent by Churchill to General Wavell, the  Supreme  Commander  
Allied Forces South West  Pacific  and  who controlled ABDA (American-British-Dutch-
Australian with its base in Java.  He ordered 38 : 
 "....There must at this stage be no thought of saving the troops or sparing the 
 population.  The battle must be fought to the bitter end at all costs.  The 18th 
 Division has a chance to make its name in history.  Commanders and senior 
 officers should die with their troops.  The honour of the British Empire and 
 the British Army is at stake.  I rely on you to show no mercy to weakness in 
 any form. ..." 
 
 He later relented when informed that the situation in Singapore was truly 
hopeless.  Churchill realised he could not win a war on two fronts,  but for the local 
people of Malaya it was clear from the events and actions of the British that they were in 
second place or did not figure at all in larger decisions. 
 
 Singapore was burning and the bombs had taken their toll of life and buildings.  
Widespread looting and chaos ensued.  Caffrey39 recalled firsthand of how scuffles broke 
out over razor blades and cigarettes.  This only stopped when eight looters broke into a 
Japanese store,  were caught and beheaded,  with their heads put on display at strategic 
points on the island. 
 
                                     
37 Callahan, R. The Worst Disaster  1977 at page 262. 
38  Churchill, W. The Second World Wa   1950 at page 100.  
39  Caffrey, K.   1974.  Out in the Midday Sun  at page 171. 
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 E.J.H Corner gave this account of what it was like after the surrender40 :  
" ... there came a hush at 3 p.m. on Sunday the fifteenth.  The surrender was not complete 
until 5 p.m.... With many other officials I had sought refuge finally in the Fullerton 
Building.... I began pondering by what means the treasure houses of knowledge ... might 
be saved. ... We had heard repeatedly during the last two months,  as the withdrawal 
hastened to Singapore, how the looters broke into buildings before the Japanese had 
gained control,  and how they smashed doors .... scattering the contents ... and wrenching 
off taps to let the water run over books,  papers ... I was thinking not just of the Botanical 
Gardens and Raffles Museum,  but of the libraries of Raffles College,  the College of 
Medicine,  Government offices and even Government House ,  and the service they could 
render on the restoration of peace and order." 
 
 
 The manager of Robinsons issued two sets of free clothes for every European 
child.41 Seen from the viewpoint of the Eurasian and other ethnic groups in Singapore,  
this kind gesture was yet another example of how the local people took no place in the 
scheme of things.  And in giving an unconditional surrender,  Lieutenant General Arthur 
Percival asked "Will the Imperial Army protect the women and children and the British 
civilians?".  There is another version which said that this was the question asked not the 
former one quoted: "What about the lives of the civilians,  and the British, Indian and 
Australian troops?  Will you guarantee them?"42  Local people were perhaps thought able 
to look after themselves while the British might have been subjected to greater 
difficulties than they faced.  But for all that the local people were discriminated against 
and the Japanese promised a new order where the Asian had equality,  throwing off the 
                                     
40  Corner, E.J.H. The Marquis,  A Tale of Syonan-to 1981 at pages 22-24.  
41  Caffey 1974 at page 171. 
42  ibid  at page 176. 
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shackles of the British Imperialists,  life in Singapore was about to enter an indelibly 
terrible phase. After holding a victory parade,  one of the first actions of the Japanese was 
to issue an edict listing a number of prohibitions,  all ending with three infamous words, 
"will be severely punished". 
 
 The Eurasian  community  were  ordered  to be registered  by a decree issued in 
the Syonan Shimbun  on 2 March 1942.  The text of the speech delivered by the Chief of 
the Syonan Defence Headquarters to the assembled Eurasian community on the Padang in 
front of the Syonan Recreation Club on  3 March 1942 appears in Appendix 2.  The 
assembled Eurasians received an unmistakable warning that if obedience was not 
complete to all Japanese orders,  the offenders would "be severely punished". 
 
 Donald Wyatt in a personal interview on 16 July 2005 recounted his personal 
experience:  "On that fateful day,  3rd March 1942,  all Eurasians had been ordered by 
Lieutenant-Colonel Yokota of the Kempetai to assemble on the Padang,  in front of the 
Syonan Recreation Club.  Eurasian families with British or Dutch fathers were to be interned.  
So we made our way to the Padang and took up a space near the football goal post at the 
Connaught Road end of the field.  When our number was called,  my grandmother who,  as 
head of the family,  led us up to the clubhouse.  Grandma was saying the rosary.  We went up 
the right flight of steps and on entering the verandah we faced three people seated at a square 
table: an Eurasian lady,  Lt. Col. Yokota and Mamoru Shinozaki,  in that order.  I was just six 
and a half years old at the time and I was holding on to my grandma's skirt. 
 Lt. Col. Yokota,  noticing that my grandma's name was "Mrs. Wyatt" asked "What 
are you?" (meaning, "Of what race are you?"),  to which she replied "I am an Anglo-Indian",  
as this was the race classification adopted at the time for families such as mine. 
 Lt. Col. Yokota,  who perhaps did not know an Anglo-Indian from a Martian must 
have just heard the word 'Indian',  and looking at my grandma,  who embodied the soul of 
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Tamil Nadu,  concluded that she was an Indian and asked, "You India-ska?" (meaning, "Are 
you an Indian?"),  to which my grandma truthfully replied, "Yes,  I am India-ska."  Lt. Col. 
Yokota was satisfied with that declaration and issued us with a 'protection pass' and allowed 
us to leave. 
 I can never forget the look on Mr. Shinozaki's face as the family trooped by him to 
make our exit.  There was grandma  -  Indian all the way,  Dad  -  a six-footer, ex-SRC 
cricketer in the 1930's who had a tanned complexion,  my two maiden aunts - equally tall,  
big busty and fair,  my older brother George an 'ang moh' all the way,  and my adopted uncle 
John - a Chinese-looking Scotsman,  and myself - a nice shade of brown.  I wonder if Mr. 
Shinozaki ever figured out how one family could display all the colours of the rainbow. 
 We walked home,  quiet and deep in thought.  We passed the SCC and crossed 
Fullerton Bridge.  By the GPO (now Fullerton Hotel) there was a Japanese sentry post 
manned by about six soldiers.  We stopped,  showed the 'protection pass' and were allowed to 
proceed." 
 
Singapore during the Japanese Occupation: 
 
 Singapore was renamed Syonan To,  the "Light of the South".  Till the end of the 
Japanese Occupation time followed Tokyo's;  the calendar year changed to the Japanese 
one beginning in 1945 to 2602;  the Japanese language (Nippon go) and culture was to be 
pre-eminent;  the Straits Times became the Syonan Times;  military personnel were held 
in prison camps;  civilian prisoners - men, women and children - were imprisoned.  Four 
bureaus were established for civil administration under the Syonan Tokobetsu shi,  for 
General Affairs,  Public Welfare,  Public Works and the Police.  Although every Japanese 
was treated with caution it was the Kempetai,  the secret police whose reputation for 
extremely cruelty, brutality and murder swiftly left most people in a state of fearful and 
constant tension  
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 Yap Pheng Gek recalled43 :  "Before 29 April 1942 [Emperor's b'day]  ...the 
Japanese  had  sponsored the formation of the Overseas  Chinese  Association  (OCA)  
which was madeup principally of the known rich and community leaders at the time.  It 
was reportedly formed on the suggestion of Mr. Shinozaki with the approval of the more 
liberal section of the Japanese military as a foil to the terror regime of the Kempetai.  It 
became ultimately the only representative body of the Chinese that could speak to the 
Japanese government. ...   
 .... After the fifty million dollar tribute had been paid,  mercifully with a huge loan 
from the Yokohama Specie Bank on the guarantee of the known rich among the Chinese 
community,  the OCA began to persuade the Chinese population to cooperate with the 
Japanese authorities. This was aimed at ensuring the safety of the Chinese population and 
was euphemistically termed the promotion of a Greater Co-Prosperity Sphere under Dai 
Nippon.   
 "I believed that the committee members of the OCA in Singapore served under 
compulsion or duress,  and in fairness to them it must be said that they served with agony  
in  their hearts.  It was fear of brutal treatment of the Chinese population as a whole that 
motivated their services with the OCA. 
 Dr. Lim Boon Keng,  picked to head the OCA by the Japanese military,  was a 
most unwilling tool,  so much so that he pretended to be drunk most of the time.  He told 
Yap that "If I don't behave like this they will make me do all sorts of things and I can't 
stand it.. The only way I can shake them off is to behave this way. They can put my name 
down for anything they like but I am not functioning because I am incapable or drunk 
most of the time." 
 
                                     
43   Yap Pheng Gek. Scholar,  Banker,  Gentleman Soldier.  1982 at pages :66 - 68. 
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   Shinozaki  had known a lot of people because he had lived in Singapore for 
some time before the war.  Yap said44 that "from my contacts with him in connection  
with Endau,  I found him sincerely trying to promote the welfare of the local people.  
And he risked his neck sometimes with the Japanese MPs,  interceding on behalf of the 
Chinese people here and there.  I was told he rendered similar services to the Eurasian 
community of Singapore as well,  with the assistance of Dr. C.J. Paglar,  a prominent 
Eurasian leader at that time." 
 
 While those in Changi endured horrendous deprivation and abuse, the civilian 
population faced the additional all-pervading terror of imminent arrest and endured at 
first hand the continual frightening experiences of others around. The Bishop of 
Singapore "Those of us who were interned suffered much - very much,  but perhaps some 
of those outside infinitely more."45  Shinozaki wrote  that the Eurasians with British or 
Dutch fathers who were first wearing red (enemy) arm bands and later interned told him 
that they preferred being interned inside the camp rather than in the city "under the 
menacing eye of the Kempetai".46  
 
 Dr. Paglar's daughter Renèe's dance performances have sometimes been held up 
as evidence of her father's wholehearted cooperation with the enemy.  Renèe was 
certainly not the only dancer,  nor was she the best dancer.  The Syonan Kokkaido 
Orchestra with musicians from Eastern Europe had two shows every Sunday at which 
four Eurasian young ladies provided dance entertainment.  The most talented by 
reputation was Rosie Domingo with Vicky Mowe, Beryl Bains and Mavis Wilkins. 47 
                                     
44    ibid  at page 68. 
45   Quoted in Gilmour With Freedom to Singapore. 1950 at page 176. 
46   Shinozaki, M. Syonan - My story.  1975 at page 118. 
47   Abisheganaden, P.  Notes Across the Years  2005. Unipress Centre for the Arts, Singapore       
       2005 at pages 96-97 and Akbar,  Aishah.  Aishabee at War 1990. 
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However  Renèe was a very young pretty girl,  enthusiastically participating in  schoolgirl  
dance  performances.  This  is  an  example  of  singling  out  Dr. Paglar  for 
vilification,48  and using his daughter for the purpose is unfair.  That the Syonan 
Shimbun chose to highlight Renèe was hardly Dr. Paglar's decision,  nor could he have 
stopped them or censored their words if he had tried.   
 
The activities of Dr. Paglar during the Japanese Occupation 
 The Eurasian Association's President prior to the occupation was Claudio da 
Silva,  Vice-President was Mr. A.J. Braga.   Braga later said under cross-examination in 
Dr. Paglar's case that "he was not liked by the Japs",  which was presumably a reason 
why he was displaced by Dr. Paglar as leader of the Eurasian community.  It implied  that 
the Japanese liked Dr. Paglar.   If so,  what inference should be drawn from Braga's own 
appointment by the Japanese as a Deputy Public Prosecutor thereafter,   or that of another 
prominent Eurasian, Ralph Hoffman's appointment as a Magistrate? This was in a 
Notificaton dated 25 May Showa 17,  and published in the Syonan Times of 26 May 
Syowa 17. The approximately 7000 Eurasians on the Padang were the subject of a 
census.  Apparently this did not satisfy the Army,  so when Mr. Wada was appointed 
Controller of Enemy Persons,  those Eurasians whose fathers were British or Dutch were 
issued with red arm bands,  marking the wearers as enemy personnel.  
 
 Eric Paglar said49  that he was present at the Paglar Joo Chiat Clinic on the 
evening that Shinozaki and Colonel Wataru Watanabe,  Chief of Military Administration,  
paid a visit to Dr. Paglar to inform him he was to be appointed the head of the Syonan 
Eurasian Welfare Association.  He recalls a meeting that lasted about an hour,  after 
which his father spent the night pacing the floor of his room which was next to the room 
                                     
48   Moore,  D & J.   1969.  The First Hundred and Fifty Years of Singapore  at  page 650.   
49   Interviews with Eric Paglar,  2003 - 2005, Singapore. 
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he shared with Victor Kruseman.  He was later told that the most memorable words said 
by Watanabe to his father,  that had the weight of compulsion that put him under a moral 
compulsion to take up the post were:         
  " Men go army,  women become prostitute. " 
 Dr. Paglar decided it was his duty to take on the responsibility and the 
appointment,  but he was fearful at the start and though he hid it well,  said his son,  he 
was in fear for the rest of the war as most people in Singapore were.  He therefore 
accepted the appointment as Head of the Syonan Eurasian Welfare Association (Syonan 
Aojin Kyosei Kyokai)  While carrying on a large medical practice,  going regularly to 
Bahau on weekends and generally getting little sleep because he seemed to be active 
constantly,  Dr. Paglar was also constantly concerned with the activities of the Eurasian 
community of whom he was now in charge. He had many Japanese friends and contacts,  
chief of whom was Shinozaki.  He kept in close contact with Chinese,  Indian and Arab 
community members as well,  so as to be kept informed of anything that might have been 
of importance to his work.  Eric Paglar said that they had access to a radio and listened to 
BBC broadcasts. 
 The following examples of Dr. Paglar's activities were recounted by Eric Paglar, 
who had been collecting information about his father from many sources over many years 
with the intention of writing his father's biography.50  
 
 Kathleen Shelley Paglar was the divorced wife of Dr. Paglar. He received 
information through his Chinese sources that Kathleen had been incarcerated in a prison 
in Sumatra and was suffering ill-treatment.  Her obtained her release,  together with one 
other woman, and Eric recalls that she stayed with them in Joo Chiat for some time upon 
her release from Sumatra,  before she moved elsewhere.  
                                     
50   Ibid. 
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 Sandy Hope was the son of Thomas Hope,  a long time friend of Dr. Paglar's,  it 
took him a year to obtain his release from prison in very poor physical shape.  Dr. Paglar 
appointed him his personal secretary in order to afford him a measure of protection from 
further Kempetai attention. 
  
 Shinozaki recounted51 that "One day, a Chinese nurse ran into my office and said 
'Please come and help Lady Thomas.  She is in the military hospital suffering from 
dysentery.  Japanese soldiers are driving her out.  Please hurry.'  Eric said that the 
Chinese nurse was from his father's Joo Chiat dispensary,  and that information had come 
to his father from an Indian dresser from Woodbridge hospital where she was being held. 
 
 Eric Paglar also said that on several occasions his father was surreptitiously able 
to send in supplies to the prisoners of war in Changi,  and a verification of this is  
found in Aisha Akbar's 1990 book Aishabee at War.  Medical supplies were obtained by  
Dr. Paglar through his contacts among the Japanese that he treated in his clinic and  when 
he had to go elsewhere to treat them,  and also through his friendship with Shinozaki,  he 
was able to get medical supplies that were held in stock in Java.  These were used for his 
own patients and the for the people in Bahau. 
 
 After more than a year in power,  the Japanese authorities realised that the people 
of Singapore were not responding with enthusiasm to the idea of Co- Prosperity the 
Japanese said that they were trying to bring about.  In fact even  cooperation was not 
really forthcoming. The severed heads, slapping around, "comfort women",  bowing to 
the Hinomaru flag,  stories of Kempetai brutality and the  growing lack of food had their 
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effect.  So the authorities set up the first Consultative Council on 7 December 1943,  
consisting of six well-known Chinese,  four Malays,  three Indians and Dr. Paglar as the 
Eurasian representative,  all of whom were selected and none of whom had the option of 
declining to serve. 
 
 But Dr. Paglar voluntarily continued to serve Eurasians who had been sent to 
Bahau. Bahau was close enough to Dr. Paglar's fathers estates in Negri Sembilan that he 
had overseen in his youth.  Although he appreciated Shinozaki's plan to get the Eurasians 
out from under the eyes of the Kempetai,  he was aware of the risk of diseases like 
Malaria and Black Water Fever.  Nevertheless,  Bishop Devals and Shinozaki went ahead 
with organizing the settlement of Bahau.  Dr. Paglar,  as the head of the Eurasian Welfare 
Association,  helped where he could.  Unlike the earlier Chinese settlement of Endau 
which flourished due to its healthier location,  source of clean water and good condition 
for the planting of crops,  Bahau was dense jungle and riddled with disease.  The Chinese 
also had the money to build and  expertise to grow crops, unlike the Eurasians who were 
mainly clerical and administrative workers. 
 
 
                       3   Straits Times report:  Dr. Paglar with settlers in Bahau. 
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 Joe Conceicao wrote52 : "But many prominent Eurasians were also conned into 
joining the transmigration project's planning and execution,  giving it the aura of 
respectability that would draw the rest.  One of the prominent Eurasians included a 
controversial though popular figure,  ultimately a much admired and esteemed medical 
doctor,  well-known for his compassion and charity." 
 
 It should be remembered that Bahau was outside Dr. Paglar's sphere of 
responsibility,  which was strictly Singapore.  Yet,  he took it upon himself to go to 
Bahau nearly every weekend,  to do what he could for the  settlers. Jock Oehlers,   in  
his interview with the Oral History Department said, "I remember Dr. Paglar going to 
individual huts to attend to people and taking with him with his camera.  My father-in -
law and Paglar were warned by the Japs to keep the Eurasians in line.  At least to hold 
their horses and keep in line - knowing that the majority of Eurasians were anti-them.  
And the two of them were doing their best.  He was a good man and very concerned." 53  
 
 Having agreed to take on the burden of being the Head of the Eurasian Welfare 
Association,  Dr. Paglar chose to take an active interest in the community,  and even 
when some two thousand of them went to Bahau,  he continued to minister to their 
medical and other needs,  while looking after Eurasians (individually and in groups) and 
other ethnic peoples in Singapore,  sending medicines secretly into Changi prison,  and 
informing Shinozaki when his own powers were insufficient to aid anyone - and Lady 
Thomas had Dr. Paglar to thank for her life,  if Eric Paglar's account is as accurate and 
authentic as it appears. 
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Chapter  3    Aftermath of the Japanese Occupation 
 
 An atom bomb was dropped on Hiroshima on 6 August and on Nagasaki on 9 
August,  and rumours of a Japanese surrender began circulating by 10 August 1945.  In 
the Singapore headquarters, General Seishiro Itagaki,  commander of the Seventh Area 
Army announced that his forces would resist the British.  He was said to have been 
summoned to Dalat in Malaya on 11 August 1945 by the Supreme Commander of 
Japanese forces in Southeast Asia.  Allied radio broadcasts on 15 August carrying the 
Emperor's surrender speech and surreptitiously the news spread in Malaya and Singapore.  
General Itagi returned to Singapore on 19 August 1945,  and the Emperor's surrender 
speech was carried in all the Malayan and Singaporean newspapers. 
 
 Japanese troops mostly complied with orders to begin their withdrawal,  to 
consolidate at certain areas and to preserve order until the British takeover.  The 
breakdown of law and order commenced immediately with local reprisals against the pro-
Japanese police,  profiteers,  collaborators and traitors.  The MPAJA guerrillas were 
armed and carried out their own reprisals.  The lawlessness that prevailed in after the 
Japanese surrender boded ill for people who were suspected collaborators and traitors,  
even though innocent.  The MPAJA had arms,  and carried out executions,  but revenge 
killings were brutally carried out among the people with little regard for the law. 54 And 
this was compounded by roving gangs of bandits taking advantage of the confusion to rob 
and loot.55  
 While the BMA were deciding on policy and action,  the MPAJA were swift with  
theirs  regarding  those  persons  regarded  as  traitors or  collaborators  with  the  
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Japanese.  These  were  summarily  executed  and  the  definition  of who constituted a 
traitor may be presumed to include collaborating with the Japanese in a manner that the 
MJAPA defined in their own unrecorded way. In all 2542 Traitors were eliminated 
between February 1942 and September 194556 .  
 
 British Force 136 officers were air-dropped into Malaya with twenty Gurkha 
troops per officer,  but they were delayed,  and there were too few of them to restore law 
and order. In the meanwhile the MPAJA were meting out their own 'justice'.  And they 
were in Singapore over the cause way and established themselves in the Japanese Club on 
Selegie Road.  "Those local collaborators able to do so fled to Hong Kong.  Some gave 
themselves up to the police,  feeling safer in prison than outside."57  
 
 Between the first and fifth September,  authority is said to have totally collapsed 
in Singapore. With the return of the British to Singapore the chaos continued and a 
Proclamation had to be announced on 3 September saying "It is highly regrettable that 
some citizens,  who are under the impression that the landing of the Allied Forces would 
be effected today or tomorrow,  have acted ruthlessly and lawlessly by taking advantage 
of the interim period believing that they will not be punished by any authority ...".58  
 
 And in all these executions of collaborators,  Dr. Paglar remained untouched. 
 Another Proclamation was issued on 5 September 1945, signed by Admiral Lord 
Louis Mountbatten,  the Supreme Allied Commander, which set up the British Military 
Administration in Malaya.  Major-General Hone was the Chief Civil  Affairs  
Officer,  and he stated that the decision to set up a military administration  was  for "a  
                                     
56   Hai Shang Ou,  1945.  MPAJA  records. 
57   Cheah  1983 at page 140. 
58   Ibid. at page 142. 
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matter of months" as it was Britain's intention to restore civilian government as soon as 
possible.  A military administration was thought to be appropriate at that time because of 
the many formidable tasks faced by the returning British which could more quickly be 
addressed.    
 
 The BMA lasted for seven months,  until April 1946,  during which time it had to,  
inter alia,  restore law and order,  organize food, shelter and medical supplies,   
repair the buildings and provide for better electricity and water supplies and the disposal 
of refuse, for the whole population.  The beginnings of reconstruction of the country was 
an important part of their portfolio,  and the revival of banking and the restoration of the 
economy were high on the agenda. 
 
 Currency was one of the first practical problems to be faced.  'Banana' notes were 
considered valueless and not accepted by traders,  and caches of  'tiger' notes (currency 
notes issued in British times)  began to appear and were in use even before formally 
restored as legal tender. 
 
 Professor Danaraj recalled59  how the "Asians" expected a rapid return to order 
and the arrest of black marketeers and corrupt individuals.  "Instead many of these 
persons remained free and even fraternised with BMA officials some of whom were 
themselves flooding the black market with goods from military stores."  Danaraj said 
plainly that the BMA lacked an understanding of what the people had endured during the 
occupation and their new expectations.  "They were unsympathetic to our current 
difficulties and worse still thought some of us were collaborators.  On  the  other  hand 
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we considered them overbearing like conquering heroes when in fact the British had fled 
from the Japanese and deserted us.  We called the BMA officials "Banana Colonels"."  
 
 Local people were now desperately looking for missed family members.  Yap60 
related how The Citizen's Advice Bureau was swamped with insistent inquiries about 
missing persons and they could only register inquires.  "In contrast the local people could 
see that RAPWI (Rehabilitation of Allied Prisoners of War Institution) was already busy 
repatriating European internees and prisoners of war and or otherwise rehabilitating them 
in a big way." 
 
 Another burning question which left local people in a fury was the question of 
back-pay for the local Volunteers who had been mobilised.  European prisoners of war 
and civil internees had been compensated by their pre-war employers for their 
internment.  The local Volunteers,  because they were not interned, were ignored.  There 
were irate letters to the press bitterly decrying the unfairness and reversion to the  racist  
discrimination  practised  pre-war.  Danaraj  wrote that  although  the  local people did 
not begrudge the windfall the British internees received,  they resented the obvious 
discriminatory treatment of British govenment employees as compared to the Asians. The 
first ludicrous offer made by the BMA was to equate the total occupation salary received 
in Japanese currency to a single month's pay in British currency.61  Yap Pheng Gek led a 
campaign  demanding back-pay for mobilised local Volunteers.  A single Commissioner,  
Worley,  eventually  awarded  all volunteers mobilized,  the statutory pay of 50 cents per 
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day throughout the period of the occupation,  which was a third of the compensation that 





4   Newspaper articles and letters regarding the different treatment given to local 
and European Volunteers 
 
 Naturally after the war there was a thirst for justice,  even vengeance against those 
who had collaborated with the enemy and made life that much more dreadful for those of 
a clear conscience.  But with the return of British law and order,  the capture of suspects 
and their trials had to be according to established notions of British justice. 
 
 The BMA wasted no time and on 30 September 1945 a Straits Times headline 
announced  "TRIBUNALS SET UP FOR RENEGADES" and Brigadier A.T. Newbolt 
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outlined their official policy. Special tribunals would be set up in Singapore and Malaya 
to investigate all complaints by the public about alleged collaboration with or assistance 
to the Japanese during the Occupation and when a prima facie case was made out it 
would be tried in court.  He explained that it has been decided that the attitude to be 
adopted will be the same as that adopted by the government of India towards soldiers of 
the Indian Army who joined the Japanese. 
 
 Lt. Col. F.G. Charlesworth,  a legal officer with the B.M.A. Advisory Council in 
Singapore, later gave this definition of collaboration and distinguished between a charge 
which would be brought for collaboration and that for a war crime in his Report of 
Proceedings on 14 November 1945: 
 
            I think I should make it clear who really are collaborator.  They fall into 2 
main categories.  Firstly,   there are those who by public speeches and public acts 
and declarations of loyalty to the enemy collaborated with the Japanese. In the 
second category are those who committed acts of cruelty and brutality while 
working for the Japanese or as their agents and informers, who deprived people of 
property and who were responsible for causing serious injury or death. 
As regards the first category,  the policy is that,  those in important 
positions who were responsible people and were leaders or ring leaders will be 
dealt with according to law and brought to trial.  Generally in such cases where 
there is some certainty of conviction,  severe punishment will be asked for.  
Everyone agrees that it is useless to bring a man to trial unless there is almost a 
certainty of conviction. 
Then there are smaller people who merely by petty acts or speeches 
collaborated with the Japanese.  Such people it must be appreciated very 
frequently acted under duress and sometimes they acted with a very high motive,  
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because by appearing to collaborate,  they were able to assist the people in their 
own community.  People who fall into that class and who were not leaders 
probably will not be prosecuted. 
 
 It is clear that the British harboured a particularly strong anger for those who 
made broadcasts against them or for the enemy.  William Joyce (Lord Haw-Haw)'s 
treason trial was front page news in the Straits Times on 17 September 1945,  and the 
announcement of the death sentence was also at the top of the front page on 21 
September 1945.  The more notorious ‘broadcast traitors’, “Tokyo Rose’ and literary 
giant Ezra Pound,  were being reported in the press abroad. 









5  Straits Times front page headlines about “Lord Haw Haw” and 
    photographs of William Joyce,  Iva Togura and Ezra Pound. 
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 The BMA's definition of collaboration given above distinguished between those 
who committed brutality (in just two lines) and the others who made speeches. They 
made it clear that they were going to pursue "those in important positions who  
were responsible people and were leaders" in three out of the four paragraphs of their 
announcement.  Immediately there were problems,  as those in charge of effecting these 
policies found it was difficult to get witnesses.  Some were not to be found and some of 
those who might have testified  were afraid to do so because of a fear of retaliation.  It 
was said by some people that they might  as well have enjoyed the advantages of 
cooperating with the enemy and having a much easier time of it since the disloyalty 
brought no punishment by the authorities.  Yet there were also those who laid false 
charges and those who ignored the law by taking it into their own hands.  
 The difficulties concerning collaborators and quislings were made part of the 
matters that the B.M.A. appointed  Advisory Council were to make recommendations on.  
Many of the members appointed were returned Singaporeans, who produced a Report of 
Proceedings on 14 November 1945.  Several of the apointees,  some on the Japanese 
'Wanted List', had lead fairly secure lives in India or Australia or elsewhere without the 
severe deprivations or atmosphere of terror the Singaporeans who had stayed behind had 
to endure. 
 
 People like Yap Pheng Gek62 and many of those left behind, reminded 
themselves that Sir Shenton Thomas in his surrender speech had urged the people to  
cooperate with the enemy for their own safety.  They were bitter over the fact that  
those who had returned from their safe havens appeared to think that many of those left 
behind had cooperated with the Japanese and  branded them collaborators and traitors.  
"They were oblivious of the circumstances under which we operated.  We were left 
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without leadership at the last moment and without any resources whatsoever.    We had to 
live and fend for our families.  Most of us had to be  in hiding all the time because of fear 
of the Japanese.  Those of us who were bolder took the consequences and managed to 
survive." 
 
 It is also clear that the BMA and Special Branch were well informed about what 
had transpired during the Occupation.  The Classification of Suspects Appendix C. in 
Principal Civil Affaisrs Directives for BMA of Malaya now released in WO 203/5406,  
was thorough.  In an oral interview63 preserved in the National Archives,  Ahmad Khan,  
Special branch pre- and post- war,  was questioned as to his position with regard to the 
returning British.  He gave these answers which revealed startling detail of the 
information the British had : 
Interviewer:  ... Were you afraid that they may misunderstood [sic] your position during 
the occupation? 
Khan: Yes of course!  Our fear,  or anxiety rather,  when the British took control of it 
[activities of the communists].  And then it was quite obvious  that they were receiving 
first hand true information  through their secret sources in India as to what was 
happening in Malaya and in Singapore.  So they knew who the collaborators were,  who 
worked whole-heartedly for the Japanese and who was just passing his days..... Malayan 
officers or civil servants who were away from Malaya when the war broke out were 
called up in India.  And they were the chaps who came - the first batch  
of Occupation army - they together with them.  And J.C. Barry was the first Director of 
Special Branch.  Civil servants also were given army ranks and he was known as Major 
Barry with the rank of Superintendent.  So Special Branch staff gave their personal 
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reports,  I should say,  to J.C. Barry.  And when I was interviewed with my report,  he 
straightaway told me, "Well,  we know all about you.  There's nothing against you.  We 
had the detailed information about what was happening in Singapore and in Malaya."  So 
from that I know that they were receiving reports even on individuals as well." 
  
 Anther person on whom British Intelligence had information wsa Gerald De Cruz.  
He was a committed anti-colonial,  and broadcast for Free India Radio from Saigon,  and 
related 64 : 
 
 Inayat [Hassan,  an INA leader and colleague in Saigon was imprisoned in 
Delhi] was not released because the British held a special grudge against him for 
his blistering attacks on them over the Free India Radio...  Over in Singapore ... a 
certain officer of British Intelligence warned me that,  as a result of my radio 
broadcasts from Saigon,  he had enough evidence against me "to hang you from 
seven trees". 
 "Your fate,"  he warned,  "depends on the action taken against Inayat 
Hassan in the Red Fort." 
 ... Pandit Nehru finally lost his temper with the dilatory tactics of the 
 British and peremptorily demanded Inayat's full and unconditional release 
immediately. 
 This was the time of the delicate mission to India of Sir Stafford Cripps 
and the British could ill afford Nehru's displeasure,  so Inayat was suddenly 
released.  
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 Another example of British Intelligence and information gathering is recorded as 
early as 8 September 1945,   when Willan, the DCCAO,  interviewed the Sultan of 
Johore.  It was stated in his report65 : 
 "(H)    The Sultan went on to say that whatever speeches he had made during the 
Japanese occupation had been done on their [Japanese] orders. They always composed 
his speeches and he had merely been used as a mouthpiece as ordered by them.  They 
were not his own words or sentiments and no speech was delivered voluntarily by him. 
 (I)  All the Sultans had been forced by the Japanese to contribute 10,000 Japanese 
dollars to the Japanese cause and they had done so on orders,  not voluntarily." 
 
 The  first  son  of  the Sultan,  Tungku Mahkota,   was  already on  the  British  
Black List66 .  Gilmour stated clearly that the loyalty of the Eurasian community had 
always been beyond question.67   British Intelligence would therefore have known of 
many of Dr. Paglar's activities in some detail.  If so,  it is indicative of mala fide,  
political expedience and the particular dislike the British had for broadcasts made against  
them  that  prosecution  was  pursued  against  Dr. Paglar.   The  Sultan,  who 
had made a contribution towards their war effort of a quarter of a million pounds sterling 
to the British in 194068  and was one of the most influential of the sultans in Malaya,  
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Chapter  4 Treason and Collaboration  
 
 While it is today an area for study in all aspects,  including sociological,  
psychological and ideological, in 1944-49 acts of treason, treachery and collaboration 
were more simplistically defined and not considered or defended in those terms.  
People accused of treason were thought to have committed acts that either aided the 
enemy or damaged the Allied cause.  Political expediency in the bringing of 
prosecutions and for the disposition of cases also appears from time to time to have 
been clear in Europe,  the USA and in Southeast Asia. 
 
 The law applicable in the charge of Treason levied against Dr. Paglar may be 
better understood from an examination of how the crime of Treason was defined and 
prosecuted in the UK and USA in the time frame of his trial.  The particulars of the 
original charge and the amended charge against Dr. Paglar detailed four specific 
heads.  However it is the public speeches and single broadcast that he made that are 
recorded in most accounts of British prosecution against alleged collaborators in this 
region after WWII.  The significance of this is examined in the larger context of the 
prosecution of alleged traitors in Britain and the USA in Britain and the USA, who 
were radio broadcasters of enemy propaganda,  .   
 
 The terms associated with treason are treachery,  traitor which all derive from 
the French word trecheur or the German trahison;  sedition,  subversion,  spy (from 
the Greek kataskopos and the French espionage);  betrayal (from the French tradere,  
the German verraten).  "Quisling" derives from Vidkun Quisling,  a Norwegian 
politician who sided with the Nazis and tried to lead his country to follow his views:  
it is understood to mean siding with the enemy and trying to persuade others to do 
likewise. 
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The more one examines the different approaches to the question of the 
definition of treason,  the more it appears to be based on questions of the prevailing 
morality and ideology and the view of those in power at a particular time in the 
country that is trying the person accused of a treasonable act.  It is not often a clear 
cut answer.   
 
 Some examples of this are Guy Fawkes,  Hang Jebat,  Paul Revere, Tipu 
Sultan and Nelson Mandela,  heroes to their causes and their supporters in their 
countries and traitors to,  seriatim, the governments at that time of England,  the 
Malacca Sultanate,  England,  Great Britain and South Africa.  In WWII, 150,000 
Irish joined the British Army to fight against Hitler. Many of the Irish considered 
them traitors,  because they were fighting on the side of the brute oppressor in their 
own homeland for the last 350 years.  Anthony Blunt was regarded as a traitor in 
Britain, but not Oleg Gordievsky who was regarded as a hero,  though both spied 
against their own country. 
 
 Political expediency for the government in power appears on examination to 
play an important role in whether an alleged traitor is prosecuted or not,  how the trial 
is conducted,  the sentence imposed (and later commuted,  or a pardon granted) and 
whether it feels that sufficient blood-letting has taken place so that the public appears 
to be satisfied. 
  
An examination of the trial of Dr. Paglar held in 1946 necessitates an 
examination of how the British and their allies acted against alleged traitors and 
collaborators post-WW2,  and the background to their attitude to the crime of treason.  
It was in this climate of combined seeking of justice and retribution that Dr. Paglar's 
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prosecution was conducted,  and the Singapore newspapers carried articles of how 
treason was regarded and prosecuted in British courts and in allied countries. 
 
 The legal history of the Crime of Treason in England began in 1351 with the 
passing of the Treason Act and convicted prisoners were to be hung drawn and 
quartered.  This served until 1814, when and convicted traitors were allowed to die 
before being quartered.  By the year 1870,  prisoners were executed but not quartered 
after death.  The law pertaining to treason was mainly intact from 1351  until WWII 
began.  On 23 May 1940, an Act of Parliament was passed to allow civilian courts to 
try people for spying. The Treachery Act 1940, was the only law passed in the 
twentieth century to increase the scope of the death penalty. The Treachery Act was 
extended to impose the death penalty on foreign nationals who were enemy aliens 
who had committed treachery.  This was because the Official Secrets Acts did not 
include a capital offence. 
 William Joyce was the second last person to be executed for treason in 
England.  The next day Private Theodore Schurch was hanged for treachery.69  
 
 In the United States of America, pre-Independence, the penalties for 
conviction on a charge of treason followed the English law, providing for hanging 
and quartering and included attainder (extinction of the civil rights and capacities of a 
person upon sentence of death or outlawry usually after a conviction of treason), 
forfeiture or the loss of property, and the loss of all rights of inheritance.  
 Post-Independence,  Article III Section 3 of the Constitution of the United 
States of America states that.  
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"Treason  against the United  States,  shall consist only in levying War against 
them,  or  in  adhering to their Enemies,  giving  them  Aid  and Comfort. No  Person  
shall  be  convicted  of  Treason  unless  on  the  Testimony of two Witnesses to 
the same overt Act,  or on Confession  in  open  Court. The  Congress  shall  have  
Power  to  declare  the Punishment of Treason, but no Attainder of Treason shall 
work  Corruption of Blood or Forfeiture except during the Life of the Person 
attainted." 70  
 
 Tokyo Rose and Axis Sally are high profile cases of American citizens,  both 
women,  who were not saboteurs,  did not engage in armed conflict against the US or 
its military forces or in espionage.  Both were broadcasters. 
   
 "Axis Sally" was the name given to the broadcaster Mildred Elizabeth Gillars.  
Gillars was an American citizen studying music at Hunter College in Germany in the 
1941 when she claimed she totally ran out of funds and took employment with Radio 
Berlin.  She was also fell in love with Professor Koischwitz who was once a German 
literature professor in New York,  and who died in Germany in 1944  As he was anti-
Semitic and hated both Roosevelt and the British she broadcast this as German 
propaganda from Berlin to American troops and was arrested after WW2 and indicted for 
treason,  found guilty in 1948 and sentenced to ten to thirty years in prison.  Her 
broadcast signals were too weak to reach America and the GIs who were able to hear 
them in Europe dubbed her "Axis Sally" and many did not take her seriously.71  
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 The case of "Tokyo Rose" 72 ,  which Iva Toguri D'Aquino bore in her trial was 
the name the GIs coined for many female Japanese voices on radio,  well before 
D'Aquino,  who  always referred to herself as "Orphan Annie", began her broadcasts in 
late 1943.  She was convicted,  said her supporters,  based on false evidence that U.S. 
authorities had concocted by threatening two men,   Ken Oki and George Mitsushio,  who 
had also worked for Nippon radio and had given up their American citizenship, into 
perjuring themselves.  She was the only Japanese person involved with broadcasting 
WW2 Japanese propaganda who refused to give up her citizenship, despite extreme 
pressure from the Kempeitai. She spent many years in jail and years later was pardoned 
by President  Gerald Ford after intensive lobbying by many supporters.        
 
 The "Manila Rose"  was "Little Maggie" Myrtle Lipton and  she was an 
announcer who broadcast for the Japanese over a from Manila (then occupied by the 
Japanese) to American forces in the New Guinea area.  She was never arrested nor 
brought to face a trial for treason in the American courts. 
 
 In Europe,  many alleged French collaborators were killed by the French 
people in mobs or quiet murder even before the war ended. Trials73 began in 1944,  
immediately after war ended.  Among the most famous of the many trials was that of 
Alexandre Jean Angeli,   the regional prefect of Lyons was tried by the Lyons Court 
of Justice on charges of treason and intelligence with the enemy.  He was convicted 
and sentenced to death Dec 1944; but has his conviction quashed by the Paris Court 
of Appeals 10 Dec 1944.  A retrial was ordered after there was an attempted lynching 
by a mob  so he was retried by the French High Court of Justice at Paris May 1946; 
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convicted and sentenced to 4 years imprisonment, a fine and national degradation. Of 
those who faced trials, several were sentenced to death and executed.  Jean-Herold 
Paquis,   Radio Paris broadcaster;  was convicted and sentenced to death by the Paris 
Court of Justice on 17 September 1945 and executed by firing squad on 11 October 
1945.74  
 Others were sentenced to hard labour, imprisonment,  national degradation 
(dégradation nationale).  However,  in  several  of  the  reports in  which  sentence 
was passed,  it is also noted that the actual disposal of the person is not known and the 
notes to the case read:  "subsequent disposition unknown". Jean Gaillard Bourrageas, 
manager and director of the periodical Petit Marseillais was tried in absentia on 
collaboration charges but the outcome is given as "subsequent disposition unknown".  
Martin De Briey who was editor of the periodical Echo de Nancy was arrested and 
put on trial for collaboration; convicted and sentenced to death 1 Aug 1945   But his 
subsequent fate is reported "unknown". As in Britain,  many sentences were 
commuted and the prisoner went free: Andrè Algarron,  French editor newspaper 
Petit Parisien and director of the radio station "Radio-Patrie" was tried for 
collaboration and "intelligence with the enemy" was convicted and sentenced to death 
27 Nov 1946. The sentence was commuted by French President Vincent Auriol to life 
imprisonment at hard labor 10 Apr 1947.  Simone  Derb, who was secretary to the 
convicted radio announcer Paquis was tried on for collaboration charges, convicted 
and sentenced to life imprisonment.  Her sentence was reduced on 5 Sept 1945 by De 
Gaulle to one year's imprisonment.  
 
 Until the widespread use of the radio,  the crime of treason in the manner of 
widespread broadcasting was not possible and had no precedent in law.  But,  out of 
                                     
74   Reported in the New York Times on 12 Oct 1945 at page 52. 
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157 people said to have owed allegiance to the British Crown who were accused of 
having "aided the enemy",  42 people had broadcast propaganda from Germany.   
Those who were convicted had their death sentences commuted to life imprisonment,  
and only William Joyce and John Amery ( the latter had pleaded guilty to the charge 
of treason )  were executed.  Of the 12 Americans indicted for treason following 
WWII,  seven were radio broadcasters.75  
 
 The definitive case of alleged treason by a broadcaster in WWII was against 
William Joyce.  Due to media coverage this also became the most well-publicised 
case of treason in Britain. It is worth studying in some detail because it specifically 
concerned a broadcaster for the enemy of the British on trial for treason.  The trial 
took place while Dr. Paglar was in prison awaiting a preliminary inquiry as to 
whether he was to face a charge of treason.  Joyce was hanged the month before Dr. 
Paglar was produced in court for the first time and the hanging and the trial's progress 
were reported in Singapore newspapers.   
 
 The case of William Joyce, ( dubbed "Lord Haw-Haw" for his accent)76 ,  who 
broadcast vituperative messages against the Allies for Hitler during WWII  is highly 
instructive in the way that British political motives were displayed in their judicial 
handling of the case.  The aftermath of the war in Europe had many in the press and 
among broadcasters encouraging the public in their desire for retribution and outright 
vengeance.   
                                     
75   Internet source @ 2004 LookSmart, Ltd.      
 
76    http://www.stephenstratford.co.uk/william_joyce.htm & @ 2004 LookSmart, Ltd.   
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 Joyce was born in America,  was an American citizen by birth and never 
naturalised. He was apparently obsessively patriotic to England and came from a 
Northern Irish family,  joining the Black and Tans as a teenager against Irish 
Republicans, and spied for MI5 during the 1920s and 1930s  while he was in the British 
Union of Fascists. Studies indicate that possibly he turned against England because he 
felt he was not appreciated and not treated as the Englishman he seemed to long to be.   
 
 In his definitive book about Joyce,  Hitler's Englishman,  The Crime of "Lord 
Haw-haw",  Selwyn (1987),  gave a detailed account of the arrest,  trial at first instance,  
at the Court of Criminal Appeal and at the House of Lords.  He pointed out the several 
flaws in the British justice that Joyce met,  and said  at page 222: 
"Joyce remains an unlikeable figure,  though for whom it is possible to feel pity.  
He advocated a system that brought death and misery to millions. But the law 
could not hang a man for that.  In the story of his downfall there are too many 
voices hinting at a failure of justice to leave one entirely at ease. It is as if the 
tenacity of his defender and the fairness of his prosecutor counted  for less than 
some communal and unconscious compulsion of the time. 
  
 This was a good defence as he was not therefore a British subject, he was 
acquitted on the first two counts.  However the jury found that Joyce had adhered to the 
King's enemies outside the King's realm (Germany) and the trial judge found as a matter 
of law that he was a person who owed allegiance to His Majesty. Joyce appealed. 
 
 Joyce had been tried under the Treason Act, 1351.  The defence proved that he 
had never been a British subject.  The Prosecution then used a precedent from 1608 
whereby anyone,  regardless of nationality,  if standing under the King's protection,  is 
obliged to be loyal to the crown:  as is the holder of a British passport. This raised the 
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question of whether the possession of a British passport,  simpliciter,  constituted an act 
of allegiance.  Joyce had applied for a British passport describing himself as  British 
subject which he had received and renewed twice.  The judge found that as Joyce had 
"taken every step in his power to safeguard his right of re-entry into England and 
meanwhile to insure his treatment in any foreign country as a British citizen.... It is,  
therefore,  plainly a protection in every sense of the word to the holder while he is absent 
from the King's realm."  Joyce was convicted of treason and hanged on 3 January 1946.   
 
 Hated  as  he  was  for  his  five  years  of  daily  broadcasts,  and Selwyn77 cast 
serious doubts on the actual numbers of British people who cared as much as the 
newspapers claimed,  had Joyce's  hanging  satisfied  some  part  of  the  collective  
British  need  for  "justice".  Selwyn thought that the timing for Joyce was unfortunate,  
because, 
"Whatever the merits of the case against him or the outcome of the legal 
battle,  no one could doubt that William Joyce was unlucky to be caught,  tried 
and condemned at such a time.  Had he continued evade capture for a year or 
two,  perhaps by reaching southern Ireland as Goebbels intended,  it seems 
inconceivable that a trial at a later date would have led to his being hanged as 
a traitor." 
 
 Joyce's widow,  Margaret Joyce ("Lady Haw-Haw"),  a 28-year-old typist from 
Carlisle, who fled to Germany in 1939 with him,  also broadcast Nazi propaganda.   
Documents subsequently released by the PRO78 show MI5 wanted to prosecute her but 
                                     
77   Selwyn 1987 at page 212. 
 
78   http://www.stephenstratford.co.uk/william_joyce.htm & @ 2004 LookSmart, Ltd.   
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were  overruled.  Captain  W  Skardon,  the  MI5  interrogator,  had proceedings against 
her dropped because she "... submitted meekly to treatment meted out to her during her 
detention."  although  "There is no lack of evidence implicating her in the treasonable 
activities of her late husband".  Mrs. Joyce claimed she went to Germany because she 
was "morally unable to assist in Britain's war effort".  She was deported and later 
permitted to return to Britain.  
 
 
 It is difficult to fathom the reasons behind such decisions as Captain Skardon's,  
and not possible to know why his decision could prevail when Mrs. Joyce clearly made 
her treasonable broadcasts willingly, and perhaps the need for vengence, for which 
husband had paid with his life, had dissipated against her. 
 Besides Joyce,  there were other subjects or citizens of Allied countries who 
roused the ire of the public by making broadcasts that were allegedly treasonable.  P.G. 
Wodehouse, the famous novelist wrote and broadcast a series of five talks from Berlin in 
June 1941 on How To Be An Internee In Your Spare Time Without Previous Training.  
The talks were described as light and humorous and received with outrage in England 
such that he was denounced as a traitor and disgraced by some institutions of the British 
establishment.  Rebecca West79 wrote that the outrage was orchestrated by Duff Cooper 
who was then the Minister of Information in Churchill's War Cabinet - the same Duff 
Cooper who had been in Malaya just before the Japanese invasion and described by the 
Governor Sir Shenton Thomas ( whom he described as "the little man") as "a petulant 
little pipsqueak".80  
 
                                     
79   West, R.The Meaning of Treason  1965 (revised edition) at page 41. 
80   Cited in Elphick, 1995:225 from PRO co967/78. 
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 Wodehouse was interrogated by Edward Cussen of MI5 and Malcolm 
Muggeridge and both concluded his 'indiscretion' , as Wodehouse phrased his actions, 
were not traitorous.  They had investigated whether he had traded the safety of his wife 
and his wartime relative comfort and safety for the broadcasts.  Anthony Eden,  then 
Foreign Secretary,  answered in Parliament that Wodehouse would not face charges,  but 
Cussen advised him not to return to England. 
 
 The US Citizen Ezra Pound was considered a genius by T.S. Eliot,  Hemingway 
and other literary luminaries. Pound the pacifist and an admirer of the Fascist Mussolini,  
railed against warmongers and Jews in a series of broadcasts at the beginning of WWII 
from Italy.  He identified himself at the end of the war and was so roughly treated (inter 
alia put in solitary confinement and also displayed caged to a mob) that his health broke 
and he was incarcerated in a lunatic asylum. Treason proceedings were held in abeyance 
pending his release,  but he was spared this after years of confinement.81  
 
 With Joyce,  Wodehouse and Pound  in the public eye with regard to alleged 
treasonable acts particularly with regard to broadcasting,  the BMA's prosecution of Dr. 
Paglar's case in Singapore took place in a similar climate of immediate post-war agony 
and vengeance.82  
 
 The BMA Special Courts Proclamation directed that acts of Treason were 
under the Treason Act 1351,  the Penal Code Sections. 121B,  121C and 122,  the 
Sedition Ordinance 1938 Section 4, the War Offences Ordinance 1941 Sec 3 and 
Regulation 31 of the Defence Regulations 1939. 
                                     
81   Boveri, M. (American translated edition).  Treason in the Twentieth Century 1963 at pages  163 - 
169. 




 Collaboration charges were brought against other Eurasians after occupation.  The 
five that received the most publicity were:  
1   Louis de Souza (aged 63),  who was tried for informing on six European men who 
were arrested and tortured, three of them dying from their treatment. The accused was not 
represented by counsel and he was found guilty and sentenced to death. 
2 A couple,  Manuel de Silva  (aged 23)and his wife Doreen Wales De Silva (aged 
21),  who were convicted of being paid informers for the Kempetai,  resulting in the 
torture of six patrons of the German Serviceman's club where they worked.  They were 
found guilty and sentenced to be executed.   
3 Eric Woodford,  who was accused of assisting the Japanese military authorities to 
identify certain Eurasian volunteers thereby endangering their lives.  He was acquitted 
without his defence being called,  accepting defence counsel's submissions that the 
accused had acted under duress and without any intention to harm. 
4 Cloves Osborne Woodford (aged 51),  was sentenced to death for giving 
information to the Japanese about seven people who were listening to radio broadcasts,  
five of whom later died in prison. 
 
 The de Silvas received payment in cash and kind from the Japanese,  and Cloves 
Osborne Woodford may also have been remunerated for information given.  The others 
abovementioned were not accused of having gained financially or otherwise for their 
actions,  but they did not suffer any Japanese ill-treatment and in the case of Eric 
Woodford,  successfully claimed that he acted under duress.   In all these cases people 
were arrested, tortured,  vanished or were known to have been killed.  In stark contrast,  
no one suffered any of these treatments because of any action attributed to Dr. Paglar,  
nor was he accused of profiting by his alleged collaboration. 
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 At the Preliminary Inquiry the charge was framed under the Treason Act of 
1351 and was that Dr. Paglar  was "adherent to the King's enemies in his realm,  
giving them aid and comfort"  by: 
 
- making numerous public speeches and announcements to that end,  and the 
last item details a resolution Dr. Paglar is alleged to have made on 8 December 1944,  
at the Cathay in which as "leader of the Eurasian community" he pledged "loyal 
allegiance" and heartfelt co-operation with the Nippon military to win a sweeping 
victory for Nippon". 
 
 The amended charge on which he was committed to stand trial in the Superior 
court was under section 121 of the Penal Code  "abetting the waging of war against His 
















Chapter   5 The Trial of Dr. C.J. Paglar 
 
 Dr. Paglar was arrested on 5 September 1945,  together with  97 others by the 
next day,  many of whom had been coerced into taking on leadership roles by the 
Japanese. In Selangor those arrested included Yong Shook Lin,  Supreme Court judge,  
and Choo Kia Peng,  President,  Overseas Chinese Association (OCA). Lim Boon 
Keng,83  revered in the Chinese community for erudition and the establishment of worthy 
institutions,  was already old when he was required to take on many abhorrent leadership 
tasks including presenting the punishing $50,000,000 tribute to Yamashita on 26 June 
1942 in a grand ceremony at which he fainted.  As nominal leader of the OCA he ... 
exhorted his fellow countrymen to grow more food.  Being too old he was not fit for any 
active work and it was only as a Japanese propagandist that he could be of any value to 
them.  Speeches were written for him and he was only required to deliver them. 
 
 The Syonan Shimbun had reported on 29 June 2605 that Dr. Lim,  together 
with S.Q. Wong and other officials of the OCA were awarded certificates and gold 
medals.  They further reported on 24 August 2605 the Japanese expressed thanks:  "... 
to Dr. Lim Boon Kheng and his co-workers not only the Chinese but all other 
communities also must feel grateful today.  They have performed a Herculean task 
with great courage and understanding.  But for their wise guidance there might have 
been considerable trouble and misunderstanding,  with serious consequences and 
untold suffering for the people."  
 
                                     
83   Information from Tan Yeok Seong quoted in  Khor, Eng Hee. The public life of Dr. Lim Boon 
Keng.  Academic exercise - Dept. of History, University of Malaya, Singapore  1958.    
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6       Dr. Lim Boon Keng presenting the cheque for $50 million to  
                         General Yamashita.  
 
 Even a disorganized BMA,  under the pressure of so many groups to prosecute 
collaborators,  knew that in arresting such well-regarded men as Dr. Lim and Dr. 
Paglar,  they were making a convenient sweep of anyone who was in a public position 
who dealt with the Japanese.  The shock of those arrests prompted letters to the press 
from prominent people like law publisher Bashir Mallal 84 : 
 
 
                                     
84  ST on 8 October 1945. 
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 "Under the Japs 
Most of us have been through hard days when tapioca and blachan loomed large 
on our menu,  but to many of us a worse trial has been to live a life of hypocrisy 
and deceit,  not only to keep body and soul together,  but to keep our heads on our 
shoulders! 
The Nationalist Chinese of the pre-war days,  the politically conscious Indian of 
the war days and earlier,  the dimly national conscious Malay who for the moment 
dreamt that the millennium had arrived for him - these,  and many others,  by no 
extra effort on the part of the British,  have become not only violently anti-
Japanese but actively pro-British in sympathy and outlook.  This change the 
Britisher could never have effected himself,  however hard he tried.  For this he 
owes a great debt of gratitude to the Japanese "justice" from which we suffered 
during those 1298 days! 
Unfortunately,  some of our brothers since our liberation have been 
playing a game of "pro-Japanese" accusations with seeming success amongst 
certain internees. 
We hope that the Britisher does not imagine that there could be left in the 
minds of the people of Malaya even a semblance of affection for the Japanese 
militarists,  and the he will not fail to appreciate a situation in which the mental 
equilibrium and sense of proportion of the people have been upset by privation,  
mental and physical torture and spiritual anguish." 
 
 After further investigations and interrogations they released several men in 
December and January95 ,  including Dr. Lim.  Dr. Lim and S.Q. Wong and other 
officials of the OCA,  for all that they had been given gold medals and certificates of 
                                     
95  MT 23 January 1945. 
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commendation for also doing the Japanese bidding.  But the undecorated S.C. Goho and 
Dr. Paglar remained held for preliminary inquiries.     
 
 On 24 December 1945,  after Dr. Paglar had served nearly three months in 
Outram Jail,  Commissioner J.C. Cobbett announced that he had gathered sufficient 
evidence to bring a charge of treason under the Treason Act against him,  and a 
Priliminary Inquiry was fixed for January 16,  17 and 18,  1946.  In the months of 
January and February of 1946, due to frustration at how slowly things were taking to 
return to a semblance of normality and continuing shortages of foodstuff and consumer 
necessaries, there was civil unrest in Singapore by way of strikes and violence,  
encouraged by the Malayan Communist Party96 and these were yet further serious 
problems for the BMA. 
  
 Just before Dr. Paglar's trial was to begin,  the first British Far Eastern War 
Crimes Trial began in the Appeals Court of the Supreme Court Building,  the most 
impressively appointed of all the law courts in Singapore.  Colin Sleeman the appointed 
defence counsel noted97 that the event was ignored by the British press,  although every 
aspect of the trial was extensively reported in the Singapore press daily.  
 The events of the trial Dr. Paglar are as summarised in the subsequent pages from 
newspaper reports available from that time. The full transcripts of the newspaper reports 
appear in Appendix 3. 
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 Dr. Paglar's first appearance in court was at the Preliminary Inquiry on 
Wednesday, 16 January 1946 at the Special Court.  The Commissioner was Wing 
Commander J.C. Cobbett,  the Prosecutor  -  Wing Commander M. Buttrose and for  
the Defence was P.F. De Souza.  Dr. Paglar was to be charged under the Treason Act of 
the War Offences Ordinance   Eric Paglar said98 that they had initially asked Claudio da 
Silva to act,  but could not afford his fee of $500 a day.  Pat de Souza owed his legal 
education fees mostly to Dr. Paglar's mother's kindness,  so he agreed to act without 
charging a fee. 
 
 
 In his opening address,99  the Prosecutor Buttrose said that, "Dr. Paglar is a 
British subject born in Singapore and as such owes his allegiance to the Crown".  He 
added that the evidence to be produced would consist of documents - files, newspaper-
cuttings,  diaries and other notes seized from the home of the accused in Joo Chiat.  He 
went on to say that speeches made by the accused were directed mainly at urging all-out 
co-operation with the Japanese authorities,  and in encouraging Eurasians to join the 
auxiliary enemy forces. 
 
 The prosecution would also adduce evidence to show that Dr. Paglar furnished 
weekly confidential reports to the authorities concerning the activities of the Eurasian  
Welfare Association.  Buttrose said that Dr. Paglar contacted the Japanese and made a 
wide circle of friends,  including high officials and merchants after the fall of Singapore.  
He was on very friendly terms with Shinozaki,  then chief of the Japanese Welfare 
Department,  co-operating with him whole-heartedly.  Thus a prima facie case was made 
out against Dr. Paglar. 
                                     
98  Interviews with Eric Paglar,  2003 - 2005, Singapore. 
99  ST 17 January 1946. 
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 Major W. Totman, officer-in-charge of War Crimes Investigation100 , identified 
various documents seized from the home of Dr. Paglar,  in connection with the Eurasian 
Welfare Association and other matters. In particular one document referred to recruiting 
for an aircraft training school, while another dealt with apprentices for the navy.  Cuttings 
from the Syonan Shimbun,  a daily newspaper printed in English during the Japanese 
regime were produced,  also Domei news sheets.  Some of these were speeches made by 
Dr. Paglar on certain important dates on the Japanese calendar.  Major Totman produced 
a document from Shinozaki to the accused on a short address, an oath,  that the accused 
had to make on behalf of his community;  another  referred to the sinking of the Awa 
Maru and arrangements of a mass meeting to denounce the "Americans' inhuman act";  
and a newspaper cutting referring to accused's broadcast to Japan. Voluminous evidence 
was said yet to come.   
 
 Ralph Modder, who was a cub reporter for the ST gave this firsthand description 
of the location of the proceedings101 : "It was in a tiny room in the government district 
court,  no proper court facilities - just a makeshift court room,  about a hundred  
observers  could  be  accommodated,  with  hundreds  outside.  There were no benches 
for the press - and  we  had  reporters  from  UK,  US and  Australia.  
All the officials were in uniform,  and including those in radio,  and attached to SEAC."  
This was in stark contrast to the trial of Gozawa Sadaichi and nine others,  the first war 
crimes trial, that was held in the very well appointed Court of Appeal chamber in the 
Supreme Court. 
 
                                     
100   Major Totman was seconded from the Rhodesian Police (ST 14 December 1946). 
101   Interviews with Ralph Modder over the telephone and in person from July 2001-December 
 2004 in Singapore. 
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 On the second day of the trial,  on 17 Jan 1945, Major Totman was cross-
examined by counsel for the defence,  Mr. P.F. de Souza.  The witness  said that letters 
from Mamoru Shinozaki,  chief of the Japanese Welfare Department during the Japanese 
occupation, to Dr. Paglar "were couched in the nature of desires,  wishes,  orders and 
commands.  It is my personal opinion, that no matter in what form they were written,  
these were instructions from the Japanese military authority to the leader of the Eurasian 
community."102  
 
 Defence counsel asked Totman whether he was prepared to say that there were 
other people in Singapore who had made public utterances deriding the British and the 
Allies,  and boosting up the Japanese army,  and advising and asking the populace to 
cooperate whole-heartedly with the Japanese?  Buttrose the Prosecutor objected to the 
question which was disallowed,  but placed on record.  Rephrasing the question,  counsel 
asked his opinion as to the consequences to him supposing Dr. Paglar had objected at any 
time to carrying out instructions and orders of any Japanese official,  and if he had the 
courage to inform such official that the reason for such refusal was because it would be 
treason against his king.  Major Totman answered, "The Japanese would not tolerate any 




                                     







7    Photographs of some persons in this study: 
 L-R from the top row:  Photographs of Mr. Pat De Souza,  counsel for Dr. 
Paglar with Mrs. De Souza and Dr. Paglar, A. Samad Ismail, Sir Shenton 
Thomas with Duff Cooper, Air Chief Marshall Sir Robert Brooke-Popham,  
General Sir Archibald Wavell,  Lt.-Gen. A.E. Percival.,  Defence Committee of 
the British Cabinet. 
          On the resumption of the hearing,  18 January 1946,  which was the third day, Mr. 
A.J. Braga was the witness for the Prosecution and he said he remembered an occasion 
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when the accused asked his help to make a speech of the exploitation of the Anglo-
Americans of the Asiatics,  and he (Braga) "gave him a paragraph". Braga also said Dr. 
Paglar did a lot of good for the Eurasian community.  Braga had been the vice-president 
of the Eurasian Association before the war and said he was looked upon as the leader of 
his community.  He "stepped out"  when he was told by F.V. Woodford,  that he was not 
liked by the Japs and Paglar came on.103  
 
 Cross-examined by Mr. P.F. De Souza,  defence counsel,  Braga described the 
occupation of Singapore as a "reign of terror". He had to pass a displayed severed head 
every day on his way to work.  The reason for that display was to instill fear into the 
people.  Further questioned by defence counsel,  Braga said he was of the opinion Dr. 
Paglar was reluctant to take on the leadership.  He had been appointed.  Any false move 
on Paglar's part would have jeopardized the whole community, The next witness was 
Thomas Hope,  a former editor in the Syonan Shimbun. He said he remembered an 
occasion when the accused made a speech at a gathering at one of the picture theatres.  
Everyone he had spoken to expressed their gratitude to Paglar for what he had done for 
his community.  And the accused was not the only person who made public speeches. 
 
 The fourth day of the Preliminary Inquiry took place on 20 January 1946104 .  
Following evidence by Major T.J. Isaacs of the Field Security Police,  and Capt. V.G. 
Wellings,  War Crimes Investigation Department,  who gave formal evidence of 
documents found in the home of the accused,  Leslie Woodford,  a school teacher,  said 
he remembered an occasion in January 1945,  when Dr. Paglar made a speech in favour 
of the Japanese government. He had also been present on other occasions when the 
                                     
103   And yet in a Notification in the Syonan Times of 26 May Syowa 17, at page 3,  A.J. Braga  "has 
been appointed Deputy Public Prosecutor". Other Eurasian notables appointed to court posisiotns were 
K.M. Byrne as magistrate. 
104  ST 21 January 1946. 
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accused made speeches. Woodford said he had heard and read speeches made by other 
community leaders or representatives.  The tone of all public speeches were similar, he 
added.  He said that it was his opinion the Eurasian community was the most disliked and 
most distrusted by the Japanese. and he added that Paglar was regarded as the saviour of 
his community. 
 
 Another witness, F.V. Woodford,  said Paglar had a wide circle of friends 
including Japanese military officers and was popular with them.  He had been  secretary 
of the Eurasian Welfare Association at the time the accused was President. He said that 
he had given information as required by the Japanese,  only in connection with 
registration forms. Woodford also admitted drafting one of Dr. Paglar's speeches on his 
instructions while he was secretary of the Eurasian Welfare Association. He was present 
on occasions when accused made speeches.  "All the speeches had one form - to praise 
the Japanese,  condemn the Anglo-Americans and to pledge all-out support to the 
Japanese,"  he added. When questioned, Woodford said he remembered Dr. Paglar giving 
$500 to the Japanese Red Cross in April 1945.  He also remembered Dr. Paglar pledging 
an oath at a meeting at the Cathay Building on Dec. 8, 1943. The oath had been outlined 
by Shinozaki.  "I drafted it and Shinozaki passed it."  Woodford said on cross-
examination that Dr. Paglar had always been regarded as a charitable man both before 
and during the occupation., and had never refused help to anybody who requested it.  He 
was a very popular physician before and during the occupation and had an extensive 
practice. He was asked if Paglar had received a petition signed by the wives of Eurasian 
POWs and internees asking for their release and replied in the affirmative. 
  On the fifth day,  22 January 1946105 , The testimony of six prosecution 
witnesses was heard. Hector Donough,  stated that he had worked in the Japanese Special 
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Branch under Inspector Rayney,  testified that in March,  1943,  Rayney told him that Dr. 
Paglar was doing intelligence work for the Japanese.  On Rayney's instructions,  
Donough had visited Dr. Paglar at his surgery in Coleman Street.  Dr. Paglar told him 
that he had been instructed by the Fort Canning Authorities to do intelligence work,  and 
that he was submitting weekly reports to Fort Canning and to Col. Nakajima,  head of the 
Propaganda Department.  Donough said that Dr. Paglar had  told him that he was 
employing 20 men who got information for him in return for rice and sugar while money 
had been promised to him. 
 At a further interview with Dr. Paglar it was arranged that he would supply the 
Special Branch with a copy of his weekly reports in the future. 
 
 "I collected these reports every Friday afternoon,"  witness stated, "and handed 
them to Rayney who passed them on to the Japanese officer in charge.  Eventually,  
translation of each report went to the Inspector-General of Police named Ogata."  The 
reports dealt chiefly with criticisms of Col. Nakajima's (then chief of the Jap Military 
Information Department)  press interviews and with the activities of communists up-
country,  and no names were mentioned. Cross-examined by the Defence,  Donough 
stated the Special Branch never acted on Paglar's reports, and that he himself was under 
suspicion,  even though he was a member of the Special Branch. 
 Mrs. L. Modder,  the next witness stated that she worked as typist to Dr. Paglar 
for some months,  and said that there were several people who submitted reports on local 
reactions to Dr. Paglar.  Dr. Paglar told her never to disclose this to anybody.  The subject 
matter of these reports was common knowledge in town.  Her opinion of the reports were 
that they were "rather stupid". 
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 The sixth day of the Preliminary Inquiry took place on 25 January 1946106 . The 
evidence for the Prosecution by Mamoru Shinozaki,  Japanese officer in charge of the 
Public Welfare Department during the occupation,   has been quoted in whole or part in 
many studies and books.  He told the court that said he came to Malaya in 1938 and 
during the occupation was Chief Welfare Officer for the Military government.  Giving his 
evidence in English,  Shinozaki said that after the fall of Singapore,  he was working with 
various communities in Singapore.  He said that he was very anxious at that time to have 
a respected leader for the Eurasian community in order that he (the leader) might protect 
and look after the community.  The Japanese military authorities,  he said,  has a very 
strong "opinion" against the Eurasian community. Dr. Paglar was very much respected 
by the Japanese military authorities.  The Prosecutor Buttrose asked Shinozaki. "Is it a 
fact that Dr. Paglar co-operated whole-heartedly with the Japanese military authorities?" 
and he answered,  "No,  it is not a fact." 
 
 Shinozaki said that Dr. Paglar told him that if he had worked hard for the 
Japanese military authorities,  his people would be saved a lot of hardships and also said 
that, "I must co-operate with the Japanese or my people will suffer." He added that public 
speeches were  controlled  by the propaganda  department,  which  worked  
through his welfare office. When questioned about the "gunpo",  Shinozaki explained to 
the court that it was started in September, 1943,  and was a non-fighting miscellaneous 
duties corps. As there was considerable unemployment and the military were short of 
manpower, he had issued a circular to the leaders of the various communities. "I followed 
that circular with a general request for unemployed men."  Shinozaki told the court that 
he had been present at a mass meeting held at the "Dai Toa Gekijo" (Cathay) held on 8 
Dec. 1943.  Dr. Paglar was also present and had taken the oath  on behalf of his 
                                     
106  MT 25 January 1946,  MT Stop Press 25 January 1946 & ST 26 January 1946. 
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community at the meeting,  Shinozaki  added to his answer,  "I ordered him." Referred to 
certain speeches Dr. Paglar made in regard to recruitment for the Naval mechanical 
technical school and free labour service organization, Shinozaki said Dr. Paglar did not 
make these speeches under compulsion.  
 
 Shinozaki was then cross-examined by Pat de Souza and caused a sensation in the 
courtroom because he  broke down and declared: 
 "I was the one who directed Dr. Paglar.  I was the one who guided him all along.  
I did this because I knew the grave problem of the Eurasian community.  I regret to see 
Dr. Paglar in this trouble today,  because all the responsibility rests on me.  If anybody is 
to be punished,  please punish me." 
 
 Cobbett then said to Mr. P.F. de Souza "Quite a remarkable speech.  You don't 
call it evidence?" 
 He answered: "No Sir,  but I admire the man's public spiritedness." 
 Buttrose interjected: "It would appear to be a mutual benefit society." 
 Mr. de Souza answered: "I can admire that spirit even from an enemy."  
Mr. de Souza then informed the court that it had the power under section 5 sub-
sections 1 and 2 of the Proclamation (by Lord Mountbatten constituting the court) to 
discharge the accused if he was satisfied that the evidence produced by the prosecution 
was not sufficient to commit him,  but Commissioner Cobbett merely told him to carry on 
with the cross-examination.  
 
 Shinozaki continued in his cross-examination saying that when the Japanese 
occupied Singapore,  the Military told him to treat all local peoples - the Indians,  
Chinese, Eurasians,  Malays and Arabs" - in the same category.  The Americans,  British,  
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Dutch and Eurasians whose parents were enemy subjects were to be treated as enemy 
civilians. 
 
 The Malaya Tribune of 26 January1946 reported:  
 "During all the time I knew him,  I knew Dr. Paglar was pretending to co-operate.  
I advised him to pretend,  pretend ..."  he left the sentence unfinished when there was 
laughter in Court. 
 Asked if he agreed that Dr. Paglar saved his community by pretending,  Shinozaki 
answered in the affirmative. 
 Counsel:  Did you know that at the time the Japanese military authorities would 
use community leaders for political purposes?  -  No, I did not. 
 Counsel:  When Dr. Paglar made speeches,  others too, of different communities 
made speeches? - Yes. 
 Counsel:  These speeches were ordered by the Japanese Military authorities 
through you? - Yes. 
 Counsel:  Did any community leader at any time refuse to make a speech?  
-     Never. 
 Shinozaki went on to agree with counsel that it would have been dangerous not 
only for Dr. Paglar but for the whole Eurasian community if Japanese military orders 
were flaunted.  He was the last witness called by the prosecution,  and defence counsel, P. 
De Souza addressed the court for more than an hour. Commissioner J.C. Cobbett 
informed the parties that he was satisfied that Dr. Paglar had a case to meet and that he 
would frame a charge which will be read out to Dr. Paglar the following Monday. 
 
 The court refused to grant Dr. Paglar bail when it was applied for by Mr. De 
Souza  who said. "We are prepared to furnish bail to the extent of two million dollars."  
Commissioner Cobbett saying that only a higher authority could consider bail,  and he 
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was not prepared to grant it.  In fact a MT report on 31 Oct 1945 stated that Lee Kiah 
Wah was granted personal bail in the sum of $500 for a collaboration offence by Cobbett 
himself.  Also on 23 January, 1946  A. Samad Ismail was granted bail of $5000 and two 
sureties,  even though he was to stand trial for sedition. Goho's case was later (12 
February 1946) adjourned sine die and $5000 bail just on a personal bond was granted. 
 
 Considering that all the prosecution witnesses had spoken in favour of Dr. Paglar,  
particularly Shinozaki (who had deemed himself the chief prosecution witness in his own 
account of the case107 ),  there was ample evidence already to raise a "reasonable doubt" 
defence.  In addition, refusing the offer of such a huge sum of money for bail when he 
himself had set a precedent in the granting of bail for collaboration cases for a pittance by 
comparison,  Cobbett's actions are questionable.   
 
 
                                     













          8              Some newspaper reports of the trial of Dr. Paglar. 
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 Dr. Paglar was committed to stand trial on a charge of treason before the Superior 
Court where he appeared on 30 January 1946, as reported by the MT on the same date,  
the seventh day he made a court appearance..  The charge was:  "That you in or about the 
month of February, 1942,  and on divers other days and occasions thereafter,  between 
that month and the month of August 1945,  being a British subject and whilst during that 
period a war was being carried and prosecuted by the Japanese Emperor and his subjects,  
you were adherent to the King's said enemy in his realm,  giving to them aid and comfort 
in the realm or elsewhere,  to wit,  Singapore,  contrary to the Treason Act 1351." 
 
 The charge went on to detail the "overt" acts alleged to have been committed by 
him which included recruiting and/or attempting to recruit,  persuade and exhort 
members of the Eurasian community to join Japanese military auxiliary forces and a 
volunteer army, naval and aeronautical training schools and the free labour service corps. 
He was also alleged to have obtained confidential intelligence reports and given these to 
the Japanese Military Police. He was accused of attempting to "solicit,  incite and 
persuade or endeavour to persuade"  members of the Eurasian community to give "all-out 
and wholehearted support and co-operation to the Japanese" making numerous public 
speeches and announcements to that end,  and the last item details a resolution Dr. Paglar 
is alleged to have made on Dec 8 1944,  at the Cathay in which as "leader of the Eurasian 
community" he pledged "loyal allegiance" and heartfelt co-operation with the Nippon 
military to win a sweeping victory for Nippon". 
 
 "I am not guilty of the charge against me,  and I reserve my defence,"  declared 
Dr. Paglar,  when the charge was read out to him.  Counsel for the defence,  Mr. P.F. de 
Souza,  informed the court that he would be calling twenty-five witnesses who were to 
include prominent members of all communities in Singapore. 
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 Among witnesses whom defence counsel disclosed he would call for the defence,  
were:  Dr. Lim Boon Keng,  Messrs. S.Q. Wong,  Lim Chong Pang,  Choo Lye Huat,  
Liew Tian Poh,  Yeo Ching Swee,  Syed Mohamed Alkaff,  M. Hassan,  Tungku Hussain,  
Tungku Kadir,  M.K.  Chiddambaram,  S.C. Goho,  K.P.K. Menon,  T. Jayakoddy,  E.H. 
Valberg,  G.H. Kiat,  E.G. Wheatley,  S. Hope,  M. Anciano, G.E.N. Oehlers,  E.C.S. 
Labrooy,  C. Houghton,  A.M. Alsagoff,  S.I.O. Alsagoff and Miss Emily Lim.  Counsel 
Pat de Souza made another attempt to obtain bail which was again unsuccessful. 
 
 In the ST on the same date,  30 January 1946,  was a report headlined "Lawyers 
from India" stating that "Mr. S.K. Chattur,  Representative of the Indian Government of 
Malaya"  with a panel of lawyers would be ".. placed at the services of Indians accused of 
collaboration offences...".  This was to have consequences that showed how the BMA 
expeditiously dealt with potentially awkward matters. 
 
 While the Paglar trial were continuing in court,  behind the scenes an urgent 
request for the repatriation of a witness  by Major W. Totman,  officer-in-charge of  
War Crimes and the first witness for the prosecution,  was being denied.  One Roy 
Ferroa, said by him to be the principal witness. in the Paglar case, went to India after 
interrogation in November by War Crimes Investigation. Totman requested his 
extradition.  A reply was received from India addressed to "O/C W.C.I. (BMA), Spore" 
concerning the request to extradite Roy Ferroa,  denying the request. This letter was 
forwarded to "Colonel Charlesworth, Legal Officer, Spore".   
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 9          Copy of letter concerning ‘principal witness’ Roy Ferroa   
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The document read:   
From:  O/C, W.C.I. (B.M.A.), S'pore. 
To:  Col. Charlesworth, Legal Officer, S'pore. 
Date:  5 Feb, 1946 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
1. An Eurasian journalist named Roy Ferroa is the 
principle witness in the Paglar case.  After interrogation by 
W.C.I. in November last he disappeared but during December he 
was traced to Bangalore,  India.  GHQ India were requested to 
send him back but after much time have signaled as follows:- 
 
I 2417 (.) UNCLASSIFIED (.) REF OUR I 2239 OF 12 JAN (.) 
FOLLOWING SIGNAL RECEIVED FROM HOME INT DEA DELHI  DATED 23 (.) 
QUOTE (.) YOUR TELEGRAM 1 2289 DATED 12 JAN ABOUT 
ROY FERROA HAD BEEN PASSED TO US BY IMI (.) FERROA CANNOT 
BE COMPELLED TO GO TO SINGAPORE (.) ONLY POSSIBILITIES ARE 
EITHER THAT EVIDENCE BE RECORDED ON COMMISSION WHICH 
WOULD PROBABLY BE UNSUITABLE AS HE IS CHIEF WITNESS OR 
THAT HE BE INDUCED TO GO VOLUNTARILY FOR WHICH PURPOSE WE 
SHOULD REQUIRE DETAILS OF TERMS TO BE OFFERED IN RESPECT 
OF FREE CONVEYANCE AND ACCOMMODATION AND DIET CHARGES (.) 
IF YOU WISH US TO APPROACH HIM PLEASE FURNISH THESE 
DETAILS (.) UNQUOTE 
 
2. Although Paglar has been committed for trial,  Ferroa's 
evidence will greatly strengthen the Crown's case and I strongly  
recommend that Ferroa be returned as a material witness.  Obviously 
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the authority of the F.A. is necessary before we can ask India to 
arrange for Ferroa's transport.  I suggest that authority be given 
for the cost of an air passage for forward and return journeys, 
that Ferroa be accommodated here at W.D. expense and be paid the usual  
witness fees. 
 
3 Will you please apply for the necessary authority. 
Needless to say the matter is urgent and the question of whether  
or not Ferroa could be removed from India under the Immigration laws of that country,  
should not be considered. 
      [signature of Totman] 
  X    ..................... Major 
      O/C. W.C.I. (BMA), Spore 
KT/KSY.     Phone No: 6106 
 
X   [handwritten note by Eric Paglar on this sheet next to Totman's signature saying that: 
Roy Ferroa did not return to Singapore to give evidence ] 
 
 The full implications of the statements found in this document indicate the 
possibility of further  mala fide on the part of the BMA.  In spite of not having their 
"principal witness",  and prosecution witnesses who spoke well of Dr. Paglar, the 
prosecution obtained a commitment for trial.   
 
 Ferroa was in India to look for his family.  This is presumed from the 
advertisement he had placed in the ST searching for them immediately after the war 
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ended.  He was a family friend of the Paglars and had taken shelter with them pre-war. 
After his return to Singapore he ramained a friend of the Paglar family.108  
  
 Suddenly,  the ST reported on 12 February 1946,  that S.C. Goho, the Indian 
community leader and lawyer, also arrested on allegations of sedition and treachery,  had 
been released on bail,  by personal bond.  His case was adjournmened sine die and bail 
was applied for by the BMA's legal adviser,  Col. F.G. Charlesworth,  who said that he 
preferred not to state any reasons for this action. 
 
 "The present application is made on instructions from  higher  authority.  The 
 continued detention of Goho is not justified,  and in the circumstances he may 
 be allowed bail on a personal bond." 
 
 "Higher authority" incontrovertibly had a hand in what was transpiring in the 
courts and that was being openly reported in the newspapers.  Charlesworth's unstated 
reasons may well have been influenced by the impending visit of Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru,  who was due to pay a visit to Singapore in the following month.  His support of 
Indian nationals who had demonstrated pro-independence for India by any actions that 
might have been considered anti-British had been shown in his sending of outstanding 
Indian lawyers to Malaya and the Straits Settlements to provide defenders to the accused.  
That the leader of the Indian community in Singapore during WWII was behind bars 
without  bail  on a charges of sedition and treachery for looking after the interests of his 
community would have been an embarrassment.  And having refused bail for four 
months,  it was suddenly granted on a mere personal bond. Expedience on the part of the 
BMA in this action is quite clear.   
                                     




 The next day, 13 February 1946,  Dr. Paglar began his trial before the Superior 
Court,  before the President, Wing Commander F.A. Briggs.109  The Prosecutor 
remained as Wing Commander Murray Buttrose,  with P.F. de Souza as the defence 
counsel.  Immediately,  an Amended Charge was read out no longer under the Treason 
Act of 1351 but instead under section 121 of the Penal Code,  for "abetting the waging of 
war against His Majesty the King".   Particulars of the amended charge:   
 
(a) on divers occasions between the months of October 1943 and February 1945 
recruited and/or attempted to recruit,  persuade and exhort members of the Eurasian 
community in Singapore to join:- (i) Gun-po and Hei-ho units (Military Auxilliary 
Forces);  (ii) Giyu-gun unit (Voluntary Army);  (iii) Naval and Aeronautical Training 
Schools;  (iv) Free Labour Service Corps. 
 
(b) on divers occasions between the months of August 1943 and August 1945 
obtained or caused to be obtained weekly confidential intelligence reports and forwarded 
same to the Fort Canning Japanese Military Police,  Lt.-Colonel Nakajima of the 
Japanese Propaganda Department and to the Japanese Special Branch Police. 
(c) on divers occasions between the months of August 1943 and August 1945 
solicited,  incited or persuaded or endeavoured to persuade  members of the Eurasian 
community of Singapore to give all-out support and co-operation to the Japanese Military 
Administration and publicly urged and exhorted them to assist the Japanese War 
Production and render active assistance by joining a Volunteer Force to undertake 
Military Labour. 
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 Two public statements attributed to Dr., Paglar comprise: (i) broadcast speech on 
or about 2 December 1944,  from the Cathay  Building  on the occasion of the third  
anniversary of the outbreak of Dai Toa Senso; (ii) speech delivered on January 3, 1945,  
at the Roxy Cinema at which a resolution was read. 
(d)  on December 8,  1944,  delivered an oath of allegiance at a mass meeting held at 
the Cathay Building. 
 
 Dr. Paglar claimed trial and the case was adjourned to 16 March 1946.  Bail was 
at last granted with 2 sureties for just $10,000,  not before the prosecutor Wing 
Commander Buttrose told the court that he had instructions not to oppose the application 
for bail. "But in view of the very serious nature of the charge I ask for substantial bail." 
 
 Buttrose also had his instructions from "Higher authority".  A conviction on the 
prosecution's case was improbable,  in view of Shinozaki's evidence and the evidence of 
the other Prosecution witnesses.  Behind the scenes the BMA had obviously re-thought 
their stance on the subject of prosecuting collaborators. 
 
 The Straits Times newspaper,  like the Malaya Tribune, were standard for 
distribution throughout the Straits Settlemets and Malaya,  so stories carried in Malaya 
would also be read in Singapore.  A correspondent filed a report from  Taiping on 15 
February 1946 with a sub-headline that announced:  "BMA Policy on Collaboration" 
- "As the present policy with regard to collaboration is one of extreme leniency,  I have 
been instructed by higher authorities to drop this case.  I am,  therefore,  dismissing 
charges of collaboration against you,  and leaving it to the senior Methodist chaplain to 
decide whether you are a suitable person to preach the gospel" 
 With this remark,  Major G. Pitkeathy discharged Rev. N.G. Manikam in 
the Perak Special Court today. 
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 Addressing Rev. Manikam,  the magistrate said:  "It has been alleged that 
you composed verses of benediction over the victorious Japanese Empire and also 
that,  at a certain service in the Chinese Methodist Church at Taiping in February 
1945,  you offered prayers for the victory of Japan. The evidence recorded by me 
on the basis of these allegations reveals possible charges of sedition;  moreover 
further evidence of your activities as an office bearer of the Indian Independence 
League discloses methods of obtaining contributions which appear highly 
questionable for one who professes to be a teacher of religion." 
 
 Again this was a timely change of stance for the BMA as Pandit Nehru was due to 
arrive in less than a month from that date.  Here is further published evidence that 
decisions made in the court were being directed by "higher authority" just as Cobbett was 
directed in Goho's case mentioned earlier. 
 Under the headline: "BMA's Legal Authority Questioned in Court" on 12 March 
1946,  it was reported110 that R. Ratnasamy had been discharged and acquitted,  in  the 
first collaboration case by an Indian in North Malaya defended by P.N. Sapru,  legal 
counsel appointed with two others for the defence of Indians in Malaya and Singapore.  
Sapru had submitted in a court house filled to capacity that the BMA was without legal 
authority because the Civilian Government in Malaya had not been suspended by any 
order of Council.  "It had been terminated by the will of Lord Louis Mountbatten acting 
as the Supreme Allied Commander and not as the British Commander.  The will of the 
Supreme Allied Commander cannot in reoccupied British territory override the Municipal 
Laws of the land.". He further submitted that the Japanese had de facto sovereignty 
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during the occupation.  He quoted references to justify that cases that occurred before the 
re-occupation could be not tried by BMA courts.  
 
 Major E.C.N. Adams was presiding and he was of the view that he had the legal 
authority,  but he added that "If it is illegal it will be covered by an indemnity".  As the 
accused was acquitted,  this was a moot point and also obiter dicta.  But the point that 
authority could be and was openly challenged in its own court, whatever the possible 
outcome, would not have been lost in courts up and down the peninsula.   
 
 By this time the prosecution's case against Dr. Paglar during the Preliminary 
Inquiry had closed (on 13 February 1946),  and the court had adjourned the matter until 
16 March 1946,  for Dr. Paglar's second appearance in the Superior Court where 
the Prosecution did not present its case,  the Defence was not called and no further 
hearing took place.  Instead the case was adjourned sine die,  which meant that the matter 
could be brought back to court at any time because the accused was not fully exonerated 
and suspicion remained.   Strangely,  this is the conclusion (since there was no "verdict" 
delivered) that is carried in all subsequent writings on the trial and Dr. Paglar.  Perhaps it 
is because Shinozaki's account in his book  Syonan - My Story (1975) seemed to be the 
definitive narrative of the events. 
 
The aftermath of Dr. Paglar’s trial 
 How Shinozaki  expressed his thoughts111, and there were many like Eric Paglar 
who agreed partially with him, may have been an accurate reflection of what actually 
happened: 
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 "The British were very clever,  I was also very much surprised. So no more trial.  
To save face,  the British could not discharge or free him but no more trial until his 
natural death.  So everybody was happy that Dr. Paglar was freed and there was no more 
trial  after this of collaborators.......I felt the British were still a great people.  They had 
kept their dignity.  Thinking people realised that in their traditionally bungling style they 
had emerged from this interlude with some respect still intact." 
 
 If Shinozaki was correct,  the price for that dignity preserved was Dr. Paglar's to 
pay.  That "respect" remained intact is also questionable.   
  
 Subsequently,  Dr. Paglar went back to the Superior Court,  his third appearance 
there,  on 23 March 1946. On the application of Mr. P. F. de Souza,  Dr. Paglar was 
acquitted of all charges.  There was no recompense for the imprisonment,  without bail,  






        10 23 March 1946 newspaper report of Dr. Paglar’s acquittal 
 
 The MT 23 March 1946  had a headline that read: "Dr. C.J. Paglar Acquitted:  
Case Against Goho withdrawn".  It went on to say that: "Cases against a doctor,  a lawyer 
and a journalist were withdrawn in three Singapore Courts this morning when it was 
stated that the prosecution were offering no evidence.  The persons accordingly 
discharged were Dr. Charles Joseph Paglar,  Eurasian community leader during the 
occupation;  Mr. S. Goho,  prominent Indian lawyer and Mr. Abdul Samad bin Haji 
Ismail,  youthful editor of the Malay publication Berita Malai during the occupation. 
Dr. Paglar's discharge,  on an application by counsel for defence,  amounted to an 
acquittal.  He was discharged and acquitted by the Superior Court on the order of Wing-
Commander F.A. Briggs." 
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 It should be noted that the acquittal of Dr. Paglar was not a pardon.  Upon 
application to court by his counsel he was granted a discharge amounting to an acquittal,  
not to be confused with a withdrawal of the case for any other reason.  There had been no 
verdict delivered for which reason there was no reason for a pardon to be applied for. 
 
 On 29 March 1946,  the Straits Times reported that SEAC Headquarters 
announced it had been decided not to institute further criminal proceedings against 
persons alleged to be guilty of collaboration with the enemy in British territories of 
South-East Asia in cases where no atrocity or brutality was involved. This exception 
would not cover persons charged with collaboration whose activities as informers led 
directly to atrocities,  brutality or murder by the enemy.  Where convictions had already  
been  obtained in the types of  cases  where  clemency  now applied,  pardons  
would be granted and the convicted persons released.  Newspaper Reports on the Act of 
Clemency appear in Appendix 4. 
 
 This announcement was not universally greeted with relief or gladness.  The 
Malaya Tribune editorial read: "A small minority of so-called collaborators were 
apprehended on various pretexts ... On a previous occasion it was stated by the B.M.A. 
Legal Officer that with regard to the trial of collaborators,  policy had been dictated from 
London.....he stated that the policy was to try people according to our (British) laws and 
according to our ideas of justice. 
 Now we would ask:  Was it in keeping with British ideas of justice to confine and 
restrain numerous individuals on what must now be regarded as flimsy evidence?  It will 
not pass unnoticed that this Labour Government decision to adopt a clement attitude has 




 As several people accused of collaboration had been released between December 
1945 and March 1946,  remarks about collaborators could have been directed at any of 
those persons.  In the case of Dr. Paglar, at the close of the prosecution's case at the 
Preliminary Inquiry,  the Special Court had three options: to 
acquit Dr. Paglar,  adjourn the case sine die and give Dr. Paglar a discharge not 
amounting to an acquittal. or set a trial date to hear the case for the defence and proceed 
with the trial. 
 
 They chose the third option which was to commit him  to stand trial.  If the 
prosecution had other evidence,  they did not inform the court of this.  If the presiding 
judge knew of the additional evidence,  he ought not to have.  It was not for the judge at 
this stage of the proceedings to harbour any 'reasonable doubt',  which is a defence,  not a 
ground for his decision to commit Dr. Paglar for trial. 
 
 The Superior Court also had the choice to immediately acquit Dr. Paglar on his 
counsel's application,   set a trial date to hear the case and proceed with the trial or 
adjourn the case sine die and give Dr. Paglar a discharge not amounting to an acquittal. 
 That the third option was chosen raises these queries: 
1 Was the prosecution uncertain of a conviction on the evidence as presented? 
2 Had the prosecution wanted a long adjournment in order to assemble further 
 evidence ? 
3 How powerful was the BMA's influence over the judiciary in this matter and 
 what does this signify? 
4 Who gave the direction to the judge to adjourn the case sine die? 
5 What were the political implications of the adjournment sine die? 
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 The Investigation Papers and Court Documents are not available,  as explained at 
the end of Chapter One of this study. Conclusions had to be inferred from the available 
newspaper reports,  the only available documentary evidence of the trial.  
 
 The amended charge on 13 February was  abetting the waging of war against His 
Majesty the King - an offence punishable under Section 121 of the Penal Code,  The 
original charge had been brought under the Treason Act 1351 on 30 January. 
 
 Instructions to civilians to cooperate with the conquering army had come from Sir 
Shenton Whitelegge Thomas, GMCG,  OBE,  Governor of the Straits Settlements at the 
time of the surrender were to cooperate ,  for their own sakes.  One person who received 
specific orders from the Governor endured a dishonourable reputation for the rest of his 
life due to a quirk of fate.  E.J.H. Corner112 had received a penciled note from the 
Governor Sir Shenton Thomas in which " ... he requested the Japanese authorities to 
preserve the scientific collections, libraries, and matters of historic interest particularly at 
the Museum and Botanical Gardens.  He handed me the note and,  with a twinkle in his 
eye,  charged me to deliver it.  The note,  so precious to me,  was taken by Professor 
Tanakadate to Tokyo in 1943 where,  with all his own property,  it was consumed in a 
fire that raged after an air raid in 1945." 
 
 Despite his enormous and successful efforts in preservation,  as he had been 
instructed to by Shenton Thomas,  Corner's honour and reputation after the war was 
considered tarnished by the British because he was not interned.  The penciled note,  his 
sole piece of evidence of the Governor's instructions,  was thought of as fictitious.  It was 
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only many years after his death that it was found that the note had existed because it had 
been mentioned in a newspaper report in Tokyo in 1943 so Corner Was finally 
exonerated. 
  
  Dr. Paglar had access to information both from radio broadcasts and a network of 
his own informers. He would have known of the Japanese surrender for certain  by or 
soon after 18 August,  as Shinozaki said he informed community leaders of this.  
Shinozaki had said,113 " .. Until the last moment we were never told the news.  It was 
kept top secret by the high military authorities.  News had already reached the Army top 
on August 15 ...I was greatly blamed by the military for announcing the news before 
Military Headquarters had announced it. ... I also invited many community leaders during 
this time and I told them that it could not be helped that they cooperated with the 
Japanese during the war-time because they had to look after their own community and I 
did not think the British would blame them - but later they were blamed.  
 Knowing of the impending return of the British,  if he thought that he had done 
wrong, Dr. Paglar had ample time,  at least six weeks, to destroy any documents that he 
might have worried were of an incriminating nature.  Yet at the time of his arrest,  several 
boxes of documents  remained for the BMA to remove,  and never return.  Some of these 
included innocuous diaries and documents not related to the case,  such as Eric Paglar's 
school certificate.114  
 
 Shinozaki115 was asked by the ISEAS interviewer:  Were there any fears on the 
part of some community leaders that they would be blamed for cooperating with the 
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114   Interviews with Eric Paglar,  2003 - 2005, Singapore.   
115  Institute of South East Asian Studies  My Wartime Experiences in Singapore Oral History 
 Programme Series No. 3. 1973 at page 101. 
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Japanese?  He answered, "Yes,  very much.  But immediately after the news of the 
surrender they never thought that way.  But when the Communist guerrillas set up their 
"people's trials" there suddenly appear the word "collaborators". People who have 
cooperated with the Japanese became very much afraid,  mostly Kempeitai  and police 
informers."  And many of these collaborators fled the country before they could be 
summarily executed during the "Whispering Terror" that was extant then.  But Dr. Paglar 
did not flee. 
  
 The Penal Code was modeled on the Indian Penal Code (1863)  In 1946,  the 
defence of duress under the Penal Code was applicable in the Straits Settlements.   Duress 
was a defence that had recently  been  used extensively in Europe.  The  case  of  
Christiaan Lindemanns concerned a Dutch citizen who was known to have been brave 
and worked for the British from 1939.  In 1940 he offered his services to the Germans at 
the request of the British and operated as a Double agent.  When his brother was captured 
by the Gestapo in 1944 he was under duress out of natural family loyalty and switched 
sides.  The terrible consequences were that more than two hundred Dutch resistance 
members were betrayed,  many of whom lost their lives. He was sentenced to death and 
committed suicide. Of course Dr. Paglar's case can be easily distinguished because there 
was no accusation of anyone being hurt as a result of his actions.  
 
 The reprehensible methods of interrogation and coercion both in Nazi Germany 
and in Singapore during the Japanese occupation have been extensively recorded.  There 
were clear instances where acts done by the people were recognised as not having been 
done out of their own free will,  as where some who  "guided Japanese patrols did so 
under duress".116  
                                                                                                           
 
116  Farrell, B.P. Defence and Fall of Singapore 1940-1942.2005  at page 366. 
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 Dr. Paglar personally treated victims of the Kempetai117 so he well knew the 
consequences of disobeying an order from the Japanese.  As related by his son Eric,  he 
would be summoned to the police station and there be slapped by Watanabe when a 
Eurasian was caught for 'wrong-doing',  being "responsible" for the acts of the 
community.  Was he wrong to think that making speeches as directed would be 
understood by everyoneone as his only option? 
 
  
          The Man-in-the-Street writing for Malayan Law Journal (February, 1946 
reproduced in full in Appendix 2)  who was R.L. Eber118  later wrote what could only 
apply specifically to Dr. Paglar: 
 
 "... The Man-in -the Street knew what would happen to him.... a prey to 
indescribable fear for himself and for his wife and children,  ... Devilish instruments of 
torture,  electricity ... filthy water forced into human bodies to capacity... suspension from 
ceilings,  burns, floggings, beatings, excruciating pain...what to say when questioned,  
whether threats of further physical pain and death were to be carried out,  what to 
"confess" to put an end to the tortures ...  He was told that the war was a war of ideals ... 
very soon,  realized that all propaganda in this direction was merely a legend and a myth,  
but he was presented with that golden opportunity and he took it.  He made speeches.  
The Japanese were satisfied .... now ... hears criticisms,  perhaps condemnations,  from 
those whose positions in life did not bring them to the notice of the Japanese, ...  who 
were in the relative safety of internment camps, ...who were safely out of Singapore in 
                                     
117  Interviews with Eric Paglar,  2003 - 2005, Singapore.   
118  Information supplied by T.P.B. Menon.  There is also a possibility that the Man-in-the Street  was 
written by more than one person. In full as Appendix 2. 
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other parts of the world untouched by the Japanese war machine.  It is so easy to talk 
after the event ... " 
 
 Dr. S. Pavillard119 straightforwardly admitted to doing something 'wrong' under 
duress: "... later on everyone was made to sign a document promising not to attempt to 
escape on penalty of death by decapitation.... One officer in Sumatra bluntly told the Japs 
that by international law they could not compel any POW to sign such a document: He 
was immediately shot. When our turn came we realised that the Japs were in no mood for 
arguing on this subject and we signed at once." 
 
 This was in 1942.  The instances of brutality, torture and execution grew over the 
years of the occupation such that people like Dr. Paglar,  who were witness to such 
behaviour for a much longer period,  were under duress that could not but increase over 
the extended time. Clearly they were in danger of punishment that included loss of their 
lives if they did not comply. On 2 April 1947, Captain Hisamatsu who was later to be 
sentenced to life imprisonment for War Crimes,  spoke to the open court saying that, 
"..the Overseas Chinese Association .. I have heard that these people are now in a very 
difficult position.... I regret it very much. They did not do anything on their own 
discretion. They merely did their part when asked."120  
 
 As a very important ingredient in a crime is motive, Chapman Pincher121 
attempted to assemble the factors that commonly motivate traitors,  whether singly or not.  
These are: ideology,  money,  resentment,  being blackmailed,  a flawed character ( 
glaring personality defects and peculiar habits as defined by the prevailing clinical 
                                     
119  Pavillard, S.S.  The Bamboo Doctor  1960 at page 44. 
 
120  cited in Lee Geok Boi The Syonan Years 2005 at page 308. 
121  Pincher, C.  Traitors 1987 at pages 365-8. 
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psychological analyses ) self-satisfaction and simple access in the case of espionage.  It is 
not borne out in the prosecution's case nor in any of the writings about him that Dr. 
Paglar's possible motives could have been found under the headings of  any of these 
factors. Dr. Paglar did not stand to gain anything for himself except to stay alive. 
 
 The Malayan People's Anti-Japanese Army (MPAJA) were known to have 
conducted their own executions of collaborators throughout the war,  and claimed122 that 
they had eliminated 2,500 "traitors".  That they were active on the road to Bahau and 
Endau is documented in Shinozaki's book and in fact used to attack people travelling the 
road and in convoys.  Van Cuylenburg and Jock Oehlers,   reported that   
the Bahau settlement was forced to set up a "People's Court" to try four Eurasian men 
alleged by the MJAPA to have cooperated with the Japanese, immediately at the end of 
the war.  The Eurasians demonstated some solidarity when they acted to convince the 
MJAPA that the four accused were innocent.123  
 According to Eric Paglar124 ,  Dr. Paglar twice encountered the M.P.A.J.A during 
the course of the war.  On a weekend trip to Bahau in a convoy,  he was being driven by 
Victor Kruseman125 ,  and the whole convoy was halted,  screened and "taxed" of some 
food and then released to proceed.  Another time he and his driver were hauled up against 
a tree,  very close to being summarily executed but released after Dr. Paglar was 
identified.  On both occasions Dr. Paglar was released from the custody of the MPAJA.  
It is safe to conclude that had he been thought of as a traitor,  collaborating with the 
Japanese in a manner offensive to the M.P.A.J.A.,  he could have been executed.  Since 
he was captured twice and released twice,  on both occasions because he was recognised - 
                                     
122  cited in Cheah (1983: 64) from The War Diary of the MJAPA, at page 30. 
123  National Archives Oral History Deptartment interview with F.A.C. Oehlers A421.  
 
124   Interviews with Eric Paglar,  2003 - 2005, Singapore.   
125  Telephone interview on 12.11.2004 in Melbourne, Australia and he confirmed the facts. 
 94 
the likelihood was that his free medical treatment and dispensing of free medicines to all 
particularly the indigent who came in need was well known.   
 
 The Domei News Agency controlled the press in Malaya and they published 
twelve newspapers in Singapore and Sumatra.  The newspapers were regarded as a 
propaganda tool by the Japanese.  Articles not only had to praise the Greater East Asian 
Co-Prosperity Sphere and worship the Japanese spirit but do so in line with the 
Propaganda Department's dictates,126  for which the Department had men in the offices 
scrutinising the copy. The Japanese were systematic in attempting to force their culture in 
the occupied areas,  teaching Japanese,  controlling the music and movies,  celebrating 
Japanese holidays and festivals,  'Emperor worship' and the much detested bowing to 
Japanese officialdom and the Hinomaru,  the Japanese flag. 
 In interview after interview and without exception in published material,  the 
Japanese have been reported as insisting on the subject people obeying at the risk of 
"punishment" and "severe punishment" the smallest dictate of their rulers.   It follows that 
when Lim Boon Keng,  S.C. Goho, the Sultan of Johore and Dr. Paglar were ordered to 
make a speech,  and the speech was written for them or scrutinised by the Japanese for 
content and presentation,  they made the speeches as required. 
 
 It was reported in the Syonan Shimbun and therafter quoted127 by Donald and 
Joanna Moore and J.G. Conceicao that Dr., Paglar's speeches were "stirring".   That the 
speech was delivered in public by Dr. Paglar is all that is certain. The content of the 
                                     
126  Kratoska, P. The Japanese Occupation of Malaya: A Social and Economic History. 1998 at pages 143-
144 who quoted A. Samad Ismail,  editor of the Berita Malai.  This was confirmed in an interview with A. 
Samad Ismail on 18 January 2004. 
 
127  Moore, D.& J.  The First Hundred and Fifty Years of Singapore. 1969,  and Conceicao, J.G.  The 




quoted speech,  that had to comply with the Japanese Propaganda Department written by 
them or corrected by them after being written by someone else, described as the paper 
chose to report it,  is apart from Dr. Paglar.  One has to keep in mind that it was always 
an orchestrated event for propaganda purposes.  There is no evidence,  apart from the 
Syonan Shimbun's report and use of the adjective "stirring",  even of how the speech was 
actually delivered.  No one else has recorded admiration or revulsion at the style of 
delivery of the speech.  Whether it had been actually muttered or was dramatically 
tongue-in-cheek it would have been described as the paper chose since readers were used 
to the (misreported) news with headlines in the Syonan Times like "U.S. NAVY'S 
FUTILE HIT AND RUN TACTICS - Claims Ridiculed Even By British Allies" on 6 
April, 2602, Syowa 17; "BENEVOLENCE OF NIPPONESE RULE"  on 8 April, 2602, 
Syowa 17,  "NIPPONESE GAIN MASTERY OF BAY OF BENGAL:  British Fleet 
withdrawing from Indian Ocean" on 9 April 2602, Syowa17;   
 
 Turning to one of Dr. Paglar's preoccupations that lasted twenty months from 
early 1944,  which was the settlement of Bahau - Bishop Deval's project,  on the 
suggestion of Shinozaki.  Dr. Paglar was not opposed to moving Eurasians out of 
Singapore and from under the constant surveillance of the Kempetai.  However,  his 
experience with the area (his father owned estates that he helped manage as a boy),  
coupled with the knowledge that the Chinese had rejected it outright,  did not dispose him 
to regarding the move to Bahau with favour.128 His close connections with the Chinese 
community gave him information not easily available to others. 
 Once the decision was made to move members of his community to Bahau,  he 
took it on himself to assist in every way possible.  However,  Bahau was in Negri 
Sembilan,  and under that state's jurisdiction.  The settlers were no longer Dr. Paglar's 
                                     
128   Interviews with Eric Paglar,  2003 - 2005, Singapore.   
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responsibility and his long and tiring drives up to Bahau almost every weekend,  after a 
week's work and all the attendant stresses of his appointment as leader of the Eurasian 
community,  were noted by many who benefited from this kindness. 
 
 He had his children (Eric and Renèe) make 'iron tonic' by the gallon,  and fill 
empty tablets with a quinine powder mix obtained from the Japanese and other medical 
supplies which he carried to Bahau. There he went from hut to hut treating people for free 
and dispensing medicine:  both accounts related by Victor Kruseman and Donald 
Paglar129 ,  who carried his bag and supplies. The latter was a relative who was a Bahau 
inhabitant,  a seminarian at the time,  and who eventually managed to leave for Kuala 
Lumpur where he hid out the war. Dr. Paglar also arranged for some forms of 
entertainment when it was possible,  a boxing match and dancing parties.  It is not 
possible that the BMA did not know of these actions,  which are well beyond those of Dr. 
Lim Boon Keng and other community leaders,  who were released between November 
1945 and January 1946. 
 
 The Bishop's Bahau Fund was launched by the Japanese in January 1944 and 
closed in May 1945.  Its purpose was to assist the Bahau settlers.  According to records 
meticulously kept and published in the newspapers,  noted Conceicao130 Dr. Paglar was 
the only individual who made personal contributions on several occasions. The Eurasian 
Welfare Association in Singapore was not involved in fund raising. 
 
 The support in return by the people of other communities that Dr. Paglar helped 
was startling in quantum.  On 25 January 1945131 ,  Pat de Souza for the defence offered 
                                     
129   Kruseman, Victor.  Telephone interview on 10 November 2004 &  Paglar, Donald.  Telephone 
interview on 4 January 2002. 
130   Conceicao, J.G.  The Rulers and the Ruled:  The Singapore Eurasian Community under the British 
and the Japanese. 1999 at page 156-157. 
131  MT 26 January 1945. 
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bail of two million dollars.  This was a vast sum of money for that period in history,  and 
it was the Chinese,  Indians  and Arabs who combined to offer it  on  Dr. Paglar's  behalf.  
It  is  not  credible  that  the  British  were  unaware  of  the circumstances under which 
the offer was being made - that local people would have such regard for Dr. Paglar and 
such gratitude as to put up so large a sum for bail,  when $10,000 was the norm. 
 
 One minor point was not reported in the newspapers nor brought up at the trial. 
None of the community leaders were ever accused of wearing the Japanese uniform and 
neither was Dr. Paglar. But in one reference, Brother Patricius O'Donovan132 stated:  ".. 
that Paglar was a man who did much for the settlers [of Bahau],  even though at times his 
efforts went unacknowledged and unappreciated.  This was partly because he always 
appeared in Japanese uniform." 
 
 Dr. Paglar long favoured the wearing of jodhpurs, since before the war, especially 
when traveling or hunting.  This is confirmed by Eric Paglar his son, Ian Hope (in person) 
and over the telephone with Victor Kruseman who drove Dr. Paglar to Bahau on several 
occasions.  Kruseman's answer when pressed to remember whether Dr. Paglar had ever 
used the Japanese uniform to his knowledge when driving to Bahau answered an 
emphatic "Never". 
                                     
132   Quoted in Conceicao 1999 at page 167 from O'Donovan, Brother Patricius, FSC,  Corkery,  Brother 
Vincent, FSC (eds.) 1998 Under the Hinomaru. La Salle Brothers, Singapore and Bahau,  1941-1945. 
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 11 25 May Syowa 17 announcement of Courts re-opening. 
 
                
              
12      Photographs of Dr. Paglar in his hunting jodhpurs, 
                              L:Pre-war 1937 (Brastagi)      R: Post-war 
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 In  seeking to refute the particulars of the charge,  beginning with seeking to 
recruit Eurasian young men for various Japanese military outfits : Shinozaki had given 
evidence in court on 25 January 1946 that by about September, 1943, there was 
considerable unemployment. As a result,  he issued a circular to the leaders of various 
communities.  "I followed that circular with a general request for unemployed men ... 
After August,  1944,  the Japanese military authorities were feeling the shortage of 
manpower."  The young men who signed up received money, rations, cigarettes and that 
all-important document that certified who they were in the scheme of things with the 
Japanese.  That gave them a measure of protection as against those who could just be 
press-ganged into some other Japanese outfit. 
 Conceicao133 gave confirmation of this as being a sensible action on Dr.Paglar's 
part when he wrote: "It was not unusual,  during the Occupation,  for a corvee squad of 
Japanese military mafioso to prowl about like ravening wolves.  Their purpose was to 
seek and seize whom they might feed into the vicious jaws of Japanese forced labour.  On 
a couple of occasions some of my friends has been stopped by a forced labour squad.  
Their possession of Work Passes issued by a Japanese authority - civilian or a military 
butai  (regiment) - saved them.  But they had noted the circumstances - trucks on stand-
by,  and a small contingent of armed troops,  geared for action,  herding humans waiting 
to be culled like feral animals.  Those in the know spread the intelligence that,  once 
selected for forced labour,  there was no physical redemption." 
 
 Another particular of the charge was of that pertaining to providing "confidential 
intelligence reports" The definition of the words is important to explain,  
                                     
133  Conceicao,  J.F.  Flavours of Change 2004  at page 95. 
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as the prosecution has established that this mostly did happen,  but this has not 
established an offence had been committed,  as the offence was not one of strict liability 
where just the commission of the act was sufficient,  without motive or intention.  In fact,  
in Mrs. L. Modder's examination in chief her opinion of these reports was given as 
"Rather stupid." 
 
 A further particular of the charge pertained to exhorting "all-out support and co-
operation to the Japanese". Two public statements attributed to Dr., Paglar comprise: (i) 
broadcast speech on 2 December 1944,  from the Cathay Building on the occasion of the 
third anniversary of the outbreak of Dai Toa Senso; (ii) speech delivered on 3 January 
1945,  at the Roxy Cinema at which a resolution was read. Shinozaki's reply134 to the 
question whether any community leader had at any time refused to make a speech when it 
was ordered by the Japanese Military authorities through him answered "Never." 
Shinozaki went on to agree with counsel that it would have been dangerous not only for 
Dr. Paglar but for the whole Eurasian community if Japanese military orders were 
flaunted 
 From 8 - 29 September,  Brigadier H.C. Willan,  the DCCAO Malaya went on a 
tour of the Malay States interviewing each Sultan and preparing detailed reports of his 
assessment of their loyalty and allegiance to the British and their roles during the 
Japanese occupation.  It was these reports that prepared the ground for the visit of 
MacMichael to Malaya to negotiate new treaties with the Malay rulers. When Brigadier 
Willan interviewed the Sultan of Johore on 8 September 1945135 ,  he reported: 
 "The Sultan went on to say that whatever speeches he had made during  the 
Japanese occupation had been done on their orders.  They always composedhis 
                                     
134   MT 26 January 1945. 
 
135   CAB 101/69, CAB/HIST/T/B/4/7  7 Oct 1945. 
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speeches and he had merely been used as a mouthpiece as ordered by them. They were 
not his own words or sentiments and  no speech was delivered voluntarily by him." 
  
 Another element of the charges was that Dr. Paglar delivered an oath of allegiance 
at a mass meeting held at the Cathay Building on December 8,  1944.  Shown a copy of 
the oath taken by Dr. Paglar on behalf of his community at the meeting,  Shinozaki 
admitted it was a correct copy,  and added "I ordered him." 136  
 
 Strombolgi137 ,  who had written sympathetically of the right of Asiatics  to bear 
arms and defend their own countries wrote: "There has been some criticism because the 
majority of the women and children evacuated by sea were Europeans.  On the other 
hand,  the Japanese were by this time pursuing a deliberate policy of heaping 
humiliations and insults  upon  Europeans,  and  making an outward show,  at any rate at 
this stage,  of treating the Asiatics with humanity.  The British in the East,  and also the 
Dutch,  have ruled over vast territories largely because of their prestige....  The treatment 
of captured European women was brutal and degrading in the extreme,  as part of this 
policy.  Captured American soldiers in North China were made to pull rickshaws in the 
streets of Shanghai." 
 
 Even without the hindsight knowledge of the Nanking Massacre and the stories  
of the 'comfort women'  enslaved  by  the  Japanese  from  all  over  east  Asia,  Britain 
and America were aware of Japan's brutal advance through China and the rape and 
slaughter of the Chinese women there.  There were not that many European women in 
Malaya and Singapore when compared to the numerous Chinese and others.  It is 
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 137  Strabolgi,  Lord.  Singapore and After. 1942 at page 99. 
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pointless to speculate on how the urgency of the situation might have prevented those in 
charge to think  of  others  other  than  their  own  Europeans,  as had hitherto been  their  
wont.  It  can,  however,  be  remembered  that  the  British  doctor Cicely Williams and 
Chinese Elizabeth Choy. in  Singapore  and  Indian  Sybil  Kathigesu  in  Ipoh and 
countless other women endured appalling tortures at the hands of the Japanese.138   
   
 It may be concluded that the Tuans Besar who had suffered as internees,  and the 
people,  British and local,  who had the means to escape to safe havens such as India,  
were unnecessarily self-righteous,  did not take enough time and effort to know and 
understand the realities of the years of the Occupation from a standpoint other than their 
own and may also have been motivated by emotions of anger,  vengence and self-
justification. 
 
 The same disunity,  bad-mouthing and attitude of meanness by remnant members 
of the government resurrected after the war,  vide the vilification of F.D. Bisseker.  
General Manager of the Penang Tin Smelting Company,  Bisseker was an unofficial 
member of the Legislative Council who made himself highly unpopular with the 
government for the two years prior to the war for his strong criticism of their lack of 
foresight and preparation in the last two months before the surrender,  Bisseker had 
functioned as deputy to  Brigadier  Ivan  Simson,  the  Chief  Engineer  of  the  Malaya 
Command as well as Director  of  Labour  and  Transport  for  Civil  Defence.  Simson 
recounted139 Bisseker's commitment and unpaid very hard work as well as the pressure 
he was under to dismiss him.  In order to preserve his expertise in tin the Governor gave 
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him permission to leave, he reluctantly agreed,  as Simson felt himself constrained to 
vouch:  "... so as to refute the rumours that spread in the prisoner of war camps in 
Singapore after the war,  that he had 'bolted'... Mr. Bisseker left because he was ordered 
to go;  which is not true about some civil servants and civilians on Civil Defence who left 
Singapore without my knowledge ..." 
 
 Similarly,  the worshipful attitude of some members of the Eurasian community 
towards their colonial masters,  chastened and revealed in their weaknesses and 
disastrous mistakes as they so starkly were,  returned as though nothing had changed.  
Whether from the comparison with the recent Japanese overlords or from economic 
necessity,  some well placed Eurasians were probably responsible for at least not 
speaking up against Dr. Paglar's prosecution. 
 
 One person in particular may be identified:  George Bogaars Sr.,  private secretary 
to four successive Governors,  who was reappointed in April 1946 as an Assistant 
Secretary  in the Colonial Secretary's Office,  given back pay in a lump sum and resettled 
into his position of privilege and trust.  He was later awarded the O.B.E.  His son, also 
George Bogaars, in an interview140 for the National Archives,  Singapore, in speaking of 
his WWII experiences (at age 15 in 1944), Bogaars Jr., said: "... early October ... the 
British had already got back ... Because very quickly ... it may have been a few days only,  
my father then got involved with the BMA.  And he was very quickly in the secretariat... 
very quickly he was working with ...McKerron... The British Military Administration did 
know that he didn't kind of collaborate or was very anti-Japanese in his thinking and all 
that.  Because he was awarded the OBE,  roughly for his loyalty and all that kind of thing 
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during the Japanese occupation.  And the way he handled things just before the British 
surrender..." 
 Bogaars senior had spent half of the Occupation in Bahau.  There is no record of 
his having saved lives,  given any kind of succour or having made speeches in favour of 
the Japanese.  Bogaars went on to say,  "... collaborators were people ... were Dr. Paglar 
and a few others who really helped to work closely with the Japanese. ...All I know was 
that my family,  my father and mother and their friends didn't think too highly of Dr. 
Paglar. Another chap was a fellow called Van Cuylenburg,  a doctor also.  They didn't 
think too highly of these people because they thought they went out of their way to help 
the Japanese." 
 
 The Interviewer asked: "Was that the general attitude or impression of the 
Eurasian community?"  And was answered:  "Well, certainly,  that was the impression of 
those ... you know my family and their contacts,  family contacts and our friends.  It may 
be that we just belong to a group of people like that.  Like my father as I told you,  stayed 
on in Singapore.  So maybe that was a group that thought this way.  I don't know,  other 
Eurasians might have thought differently.  But certainly the group that we belonged to or 
the group that we mixed with didn't like Paglar's behaviour and conduct." 
 
 In fact Bogaars was incorrect,  as he would certainly have known,  as Dr. Paglar's 
close friend from their days in Edinburgh in the early 1930s,  was his mother's brother,  
Dr. Clem Tessensohn who,  with his brother Geoffrey,  stood by Dr. Paglar during his 
days in court.141 These two were the only sons in a close family with five sisters so it is 
not credible that Bogaars would not have known of the relationship.  Dr. Tessensohn had 
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been Dr. Paglar's friend since the days of Edinburgh in the 1930s and later served as Vice 
President of the SRC when Dr. Paglar was President.  And the Bogaars family left  
Singapore for Bahau. 
 
 In addition,  Bogaars said, "...And I saw ... Dr. Paglar,  quite a number of times up 
in Bahau acting as a kind of ... as the chief,  non-religious person in charge of the camp.  
More or less he used to come,  he used to kind of meet the settlers,  talked to them and 
kind of find out their problems,  difficulties and the rest of it ... generally do that thing.  
But it didn't last for long. I don't recall after a while,  I think must have been about the 
time my parents came,  which was five or six months after we had gone up.  More or less 
he didn't appear any more.  So I think it must be the early stages of the settlement were I 
think,  planned and constructed by the Catholic Bishop and his few religious assistants. "  
It is,  however,  clear from the accounts given previously, however, that Dr. Paglar 
continued his visits to Bahau throughout the time the settlers were there, and he had no 
locus standi whatever in Bahau.  The ‘asking after difficulties and finding out problems’ 
was purely voluntary.  
 
 Bogaars Jr. recounted one specific incident about his father's pro-British 
sensibilities: " We had some friends over for a meal ... a fellow called Tony Baker, who 
was a very good friend of my father's because they were cricketers ...he was then in the 
Defence Ministry  .. it had come to his notice that a number of British soldiers who,  
when the national anthem was played, refused to stand and kind of salute or something to 
the flag. And he made this point that kind of those fellows really ... should be shot or 
something like that.  And I remember chipping in saying that I thought that maybe these 
people had been disillusioned and maybe they may have been justified in what they did.  
And my father turned round and very sharply and really reprimanded me. He was most 
annoyed and continued even after Baker had left,  a kind of telling me I was stupid and 
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wrong and all to say these things... And so the Japanese occupation ... I mean only 
reinforced maybe his loyalty to the British." 
 
 George Edwin Bogaars Jr. was a man whose distinguished career in the Singapore 
Civil Service spanned 29 years during which time he was Permanent Secretary in three 
divisions: Interior and Defence,  Home Affairs and Finance.  When he retired he had 
been the head of the Civil Service for seven years.  It was puzzling  why Bogaars Jr. had 
given such a negative interview regarding Dr. Paglar,  based only on his father's dislike of 
the man.  The answer was discovered when this researcher was informed that Edwina 
Bogaars nèe Tessensohn who was the wife of Bogaars Senior and mother of Bogaars 
Junior. had been jilted by Dr. Paglar in 1919.  To verify this a telephone call142 was 
made to interview Patricia Oliveiro nèe Bogaars,  now living in Geelong,  Australia,  the 
daughter of Bogaars Senior. and sister of Bogaars Junior. She confirmed that her mother 
had indeed been jilted by Dr. Paglar.  A visit was made to interview Patricia Bogaars in 
Geelong  and she was asked why her brother was so antagonistic to Dr. Paglar.  Her 
answer was,  "I suppose it was because of Mum."143  
 
 While Bogaars Senior got his job back,  the reimposition of the loathed Colour 
Bar policy in Malaya concided with rising nationalism by "subject peoples". The Straits 
Times on 7 October 1945 carried this sub-headline, "Subjects Peoples Protest" and the 
source, London Oct 6, "The Subjects Peoples Conference Committee is holding a 
conference of Indian,  Arab,  Egyptian,  Chinese Sinhalese and Malayan people on 
October 10 at the Memorial Hall,  London,  as a protest "against the re imposition of 
French and Dutch imperialism in South-East Asia". And two days later the ST blazoned 
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"Colonial Peoples - Letter asks for right of self-Determination" and went on to print that 
demands for the immediate right of self-determination for colonial peoples were 
contained in an open letter to Prime Minister Attlee from the Payarean Federation...The 
letter also asked that Labour should pursue a "vigorous policy to end the colour bar in the 
colonies".  
 The Straits Times Man-in-the-Street column in April 1946 carried a letter that 
spoke for the many educated people who had come through WWII and faced again the 
prospect of having to endure again the Colour Bar: 
 
"  ... In conclusion,  may I be enlightened as to whether the new Governor intends 
working for the removal of the hateful colour bar which in the immediate past 
provided an excellent handle for the Japanese propaganda? Providence has 
entrusted Britain with the privilege and responsibility of steering the greatest 
Empire that ever was,  towards the goal of a happy family of nations regardless of 
creed and colour,  but bound together by a common tie of loyalty and service. By 
the united effort of all let us keep our newfound happiness unsullied by snobbery 
which in pre-war days caused great discomfort and was sharp enough to cut.- 
Eurasian Woman. 
 
 It was quite clear that the British had not shifted in their attitude and treatement of 
the local people,  who realised that the British would just set their humiliation aside and 
carry on with the reimposition of colonial rule until such time that their nationalism was 
strong enough to effect change.   
 
 Since this research into Dr. Paglar's activities,  trial and reputation began in 2001,  
many statements of praise and gratitude were collected.  Of the detractors who knew the 
man personally there were a disparate two,  S.S. Pavillard and George Bogaars Jr.  Of the 
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reports in the Oral Archives, the only one found to make an unfavourable comment on 
Dr. Paglar was by George Bogaars Jr.  There are published mentions of Dr. Paglar's 
treason trial or charges or otherwise the question of collaboration was recorded144 and no 
conclusion was drawn or outright condemnation was lacking. 
 
 The following are some of the published writings and Oral History recordings in 
support of Dr. Paglar.  The people interviewed and who corresponded were unanimous in 
praise for Dr., Paglar and some of what they related appears in Appendix 7. 
 
Van Cuylenberg, J.B. 1982  Singapore: Through Sunshine and Shadow.  1982: 222-223) 
wrote:  "About this time [1944]  the late Dr. Paglar was doing yeoman service for the 
settlers,  in that almost every weekend he would motor up from Syonan to Bahau with 
vital medical supplies." 
 
O'Donovan, Brother Patricius, FSC,  Corkery, Brother Vincent, FSC (eds.) 1998 Under 
the Hinomaru.  La Salle Brothers,  Singapore and Bahau,  1941-1945.who had been in 
Bahau with the Christian Brothers stated in his 1993 mimeograph that Paglar was a man 
who did much for the settlers,  even though at times his efforts went acknowledged and 
appreciated.   
 
Joginder Singh Interview with the National Archives  A 365 Reel 11  "Life in those days 
was really miserable.  No medicines, nothing.  I know a person who go to a doctor and 
the doctor "Why do you come to me?  What can I give you?  You might as well go to the 
market,  buy some ginger,  take it home.  Boil it with a little sugar if you can and drink it 
... We had a Eurasian doctor by the name of Dr. Paglar.  He did a lot of good work.  He 
                                     
144  * Among these were Singapore Eurasians: Memories and Hopes  1992. 
 
 109 
would get iron tonic prepared.  Dipping red hot iron into water and then boiling the water 
and give it to the people to drink it as iron tonic.  We did have a few civic-minded 
persons.  But what could they do? 
 
F.A.C. (Jock) Oehlers National Archives interview A 421: "I know among the Eurasians,  
Dr. C.J. Paglar was one of the leading figures.  Then Dr. Lim Boon Keng among the 
Chinese. Mr. G.H. Kiat played a very important role ... But I was of course involved with 
the Eurasians,  being a Eurasian myself. And in fact it was Paglar who was the leading 
light.  And there were others,  you see,  who were sort of collared by the Japanese to keep 
an eye,  so to speak,  on the Eurasians.  Because they viewed us all with suspicion 
because of our Occidental heritage.  They considered us as in fact potential enemies and 
they were very wary of us.  So they put the onus on a few people to see that the Eurasian 
community listened to their dictates,  did nothing to harm the Japanese administration. 
 
 You will remember that my father-in-law [Dr. Van Cuylenberg] was the Vice-
President of the Eurasian Welfare Association.  And I told you  that because of his 
commitments,  because of his position,  he was obliged to warn the Eurasians that they 
had to behave themselves or else the whole community would have to suffer the 
consequences. So they [MPAJA at Bahau] interpreted that as his being a collaborator.  
Which he wasn't. I will repeat that again and again and again. 
 
 Now,  also, one other person who was interested in our welfare from a medical 
point of view and other points of view,  was Dr., C.J. Paglar.  Now,  Paglar was the 
President of the Eurasian Welfare Association.  And since we were Singapore Eurasians 
who were in Fuji Go in Mukim VI,  he of course took an interest in our welfare,  and he 
made frequent visits to our settlement,  bringing along with him some medicines and 
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sometimes bringing along with him some form of entertainment.  He once brought along 
a group of chaps to stage a boxing competition just to boost up our morale." 
 
Lee Kip Lin,  National Archives interview A 16 Reel 7: "medicine ... And that was where 
Dr. Paglar had been very helpful; to the community around Katong despite the fact where 
he was hauled up by the British later on and accused of being a collaborator.  And 
thankfully he was subsequently released.  But he was a good man.  He did not collaborate 
to put people into trouble.  He collaborated to save a lot of people.  And this was 
something that people should remember about Dr. Paglar. 
 
 He saved a lot of lives in Katong ... free medical aid.  And if you were in trouble,  
through his Japanese MP connections,  he would try to save you.  And that is what he did 
for the Eurasian community which misunderstood him and branded him as a collaborator 
which I think was a bit unfair. 
 
 They [Chinese people towards the Overseas Chinese Association] knew they were 
forced... Lim Boon Keng had to organize this... and no one,  I think,  held any grudge 
against him.  They knew ... if the Japanese put a pistol onto your forehead and said, "You 
do it or I pull the trigger" what choice had he got? " 
 
Aisha Akbar Aishabee at War 1990 at pages 164-5:  "...Dr. Paglar who some thought 
was an informer for the Japanese.  I believe  this to be completely without foundation. 
Mrs. Joseph [her neighbour] for one,  said she never had to pay for her medicine when 
Dr. Paglar treated her.  He had ample supplies from the Japanese and he had smuggled 
medicines to the British prisoners-of-war in Changi.  I cannot believe that anyone who 




 When asked whether there was anything negative about Dr. Paglar they wanted to 
say,  some of the interviewees145 said that he carried out abortions.  Keeping in mind the 
mainly Catholic Eurasian with mores which were semi-Victorian and reflective of the 
British class divisions,  the fact that he was rumoured to be carrying out abortions was 
enough to make him not quite persona grata with the Upper Tens of Eurasian society.   
In addition, he was rumoured to consort with many women and to cohabit with oriental 
women ( and produce children out of wedlock).  Then there was his friendship with the 
Sultan of Johor who did not have a chaste reputation,  and not forgetting that the Sultan 
may have been royalty,  but he was a Muslim.  
  
 The single episode that attempts to paint Dr. Paglar in a negative light in related 
by Dr. S. S. Pavillard.  Apart from the conclusions drawn and repeated by authors who 
referred to other published works on Dr. Paglar,  there were some passages in Pavillard's 
1960 book,  Bamboo Doctor146 ,  which are the only published negative ones found in 
this research.  These relate a series of incidents with some strong remarks that paint Dr. 
Paglar in a bad light in relation to his alleged behaviour with Pavillard. 
 
 Stanley S. Pavillard, at 29, was an English medical doctor who took a civilian 
post in Penang in 1940,  which came with a commission as Medical Officer with the  
Volunteer Force.  Pavillard was caught up with other Europeans in the evacuation south 
to Singapore:  
                                     
145  Among others,  Mrs. Flossie Joseph and Mrs. Rowena Tessensohn,  who personally went with 
seekers of abortions, but did not condemn Dr. Paglar and also spoke very highly of his kindness and 
generosity.  They also said that sometimes the abortions were medical necessities. 
146  Pavillard, S.S. The Bamboo Doctor. 1960.  Appendix 5 has other related passages. 
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"My RAP at 64 Tanjong Katong Road was situated almost opposite a big Chinese 
school,  which had been converted into a Medical Aid Station,  staffed by several 
civilian doctors,  most of them Eurasians.  After air raids I attended to my own 
casualties first and would then go across the road and give a helping hand with the 
hundreds of severely injured civilians." 
 
 The pages that relate to his alleged encounters with Dr. Paglar follow. A careful 
reading of those particular passages,  however, raises questions and reveals several points 
that refute the interpretation that Pavillard would have the reader accept.  The pages from  
48-52 are reproduced in full for a closer examination. 
 
One evening I learned that the Vultures [a nickname given to the men of the 
Straits Settlements Volunteer Force] by the regular soldiers for their extensive 
local contacts for supplies] had been working in Coleman Street.  Now I knew 
that a Eurasian doctor of my acquaintance had consulting rooms in Coleman 
Street,  and I felt sure that he would help us.  He and I had worked together in the 
bloody days before the capitulation;  an experience of that kind cements 
friendship and I felt sure that I could rely upon him. 
  
I set out next day for Coleman Street with a list of the medicines which I hoped 
my friend would give us and also with two cheques for £11 drawn on my account 
with Martins Bank at Liverpool and the other for $100 on my account with the 
Mercantile bank of India,  Raffles Place,  Singapore.  The idea was that my friend 




Soon I spotted his surgery and when work started I asked the Jap guard if I could 
walk up Coleman Street and do some shopping.  He grunted and nodded,  and 
then followed slowly some little distance behind as I moved up the street,  gazing 
into shop windows and feeling very hopeful.  At the door of my friend's surgery I 
saw his office boy standing;  he told me the doctor was at home,  so I wasted no 
time,  but glanced round quickly to make sure that my guard was walking slowly 
some distance away and then dashed up the stairs.  There was my friend writing at 
his desk.  I only had a few moments,  and my sudden appearance must have 
startled him.  "Look," I said,  "we're in a bloody mess and urgently need vitamin 
B.1,  emetine and M & B 693 tablets,  also could you cash me a cheque for $100? 
 
He stared at me,  muttering,  "I don't know,  I don't know!"  Then I heard the Jap 
guard's gruff voice downstairs,  so I dashed away,  bawling out "Never mind,  I'll 
write you a letter",  and out I rushed into the street,  explaining to the guard as he 
stumbled crossly after me that it was all a mistake,  this was the wrong shop. 
 
I felt sure that I was in for a good beating and thought I had better make my 
movements look more plausible,  so I ran into the next shop and bought the first 
thing which caught my eye,  which was a roll of toilet paper.  The Jap guard burst 
out laughing to see me paying good money for bumf.  I realised that twenty-cent 
piece was my last coin.  I walked along gloomily,  repenting this wasteful 
purchase;  my guard went on laughing happily while brooded on what I would 
like to do with the paper. 
 
I had placed great hopes on this plan,  and so far nothing had come of it.  That 
evening,  back in the camp [River Valley Road]  ,  I spoke to a fellow Vulture 
who was Eurasian by birth - a voluntary prisoner,  therefore - and whose son used 
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to come up to the barbed-wire fence at night to bring his father food and money 
and something else which we wanted even more urgently,  namely news of the 
war.  This officer suggested that if I wrote a letter to my doctor friend,  it could be 
delivered by his son in the course of one of these dangerous expeditions. 
 
I wrote the letter,  the boy took it,  and the next day I heard that the doctor had not 
handed over any money or drugs,  but had merely told the boy to come back next 
day for the answer.  This was ominous:  it smelt like a trap.  It was the kind of 
situation which interested the Kempei Tai or thought police,  the Japanese 
equivalent of the NKVD,  and decapitation seemed a very probable fate for this 
young boy and for the father and myself as well. 
 
The boy kept the appointment,  which was brave of him.  The doctor said he could 
do nothing to help,  and said also that no further attempt must be made to contact 
him.  He kept the cheques and my letter.  A few days later we saw in a local paper 
that this same doctor had been appointed by the Japs as leader of the Eurasian 
community in Singapore.  Even before the war he was sympathetically disposed 
towards the Japs,  and when they came he welcomed them in the most 
wholehearted way.  He was entitled,  perhaps,  to these political views,  but in my 
opinion his behaviour was a major betrayal of a doctor's duty and of personal 
friendship as well. 
 
 Pavillard was interned in Changi and Havelock Road and then sent to the Siam 
and the Burma-Siam railroad building.  His medical work in very difficult circumstances 
earned him an MBE after the war,  and a place in the Victory Parade in London.  Against 
these credentials,  it is yet asserted that: 
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1. The book was published in 1960,  six years after the death of Dr. Paglar and 
eighteen years after the alleged incidents. Dr. Paglar had no chance to defend himself. 
2 Pavillard probably did not like Eurasians,  and he must have known several,  as 
not a single laudatory remark is made about them,  even as volunteer doctors. On the 
contrary he made at least two disparaging remarks about them.  He praises the Chinese 
many times,  on the other hand. 
3. Either he did not get his facts right about certain matters, or deliberately chose not 
to mention them.  For example, the situation with banking soon after the Surrender made 
it impossible for Dr. Paglar to do as he requested.   
4. No mention is made of whether the two cheques given were ever cashed,  leaving 
the reader to assume that Dr. Paglar may have cashed either cheque and kept the money.  
At the start of the Occupation the country's banking system had ceased operations,  so 
normal banking or business transactions could not be transacted.  
5. He does not name his Eurasian acquaintance in camp so the incident cannot be 
verified.  Neither does he name the Eurasian doctors who allegedly jeered at him and sent 
him away without help.  Since he was quite willing to leave a glaring clue ("A few days 
later we saw in a local paper that this same doctor had been appointed by the Japs as 
leader of the Eurasian community in Singapore.")  as to the identity of the main culprit in 
this episode,  who had already died and was not able to defend himself,  why was he shy 
of naming the other Eurasian doctors who allegedly behaved so heinously?   
6. Pavillard was not called as a witness for the prosecution at Dr. Paglar's trial.   
7. He writes on page 49,  without giving any evidence whatsoever,  "Even before the 
war he [Paglar] was sympathetically disposed towards the Japs,  and when they came he 
welcomed them in the most wholehearted way."  A careless reader,  sympathetically 
disposed to Pavillard,  might see this as "further evidence" of Dr. Paglar's perfidy thereby 
giving credence to his version of the truth. 
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8 Most telling perhaps, Pavillard omits to mention that Dr. Paglar had been the 
Medical Officer in charge of the MAS Medical Station at Yock Eng School,  and 
therefore his superior. This is a compelling fact omitted,  and the casual way that 
Pavillard introduces Dr. Paglar - " Now I knew that a Eurasian doctor of my acquaintance 
had consulting rooms in Coleman Street ... " is suspect.  Mrs Koh Keong Tuan’s 
statement in Appendix 6 confirms that Dr. Paglar was the medical officer in charge at the 
Yock Eng station. 
 If working closely with a Japanese person laid Dr. Paglar open to charges of 
collaboration,  there is one man who was above suspicion:  Bishop Devals,  who was said 
to have been saintly,  worked as hard as the settlers,  calling himself 'a Bahau coolie' with 
good humour,  and worked very closely with Shinozaki in the setting up of the Bahau 
colony,  and thereafter both provoked and persuaded the Japanese for supplies.  The 
Bishop's funeral in Seremban was attended by a high-level Japanese delegation that 
included the Governor,  his aide and Shinozaki.  A comment was made by author Maisie 
Duncan on 3 July 2004 during her interview: "If anyone was to be called a collaborator it 
should have been Bishop Devals because of his close relationship to the Japanese,  
especially Shinozaki.." 
 
 Dr. Paglar comes in for two mentions in Kratoska's detailed book on The 
Japanese Occupation of Malaya (1941-1945), 1998,  under the heading  Japan and the 
Eurasian Community at pages 114-116  and under  Treatment of war criminals,  
collaborators and the resistance movement  at page 313.  In the first section he said that 
Dr. Paglar "appears to have protected Eurasian interests during the occupation.  
Nevertheless, he was not liked."  In support of the second point he quotes George 
Bogaars' Oral History interview. 
 
 117 
 Under the section on the treatment of collaborators,  Dr. Paglar was mentioned as 
one of the community leaders charged with treason and put on trial.  The defence's 
argument of acting under duress was stated,  and that Shinozaki's testimony that he 
himself had drafted the statement which others also read out,  though in slightly different 
versions. But Kratoska then goes on to say that "The court decided not to proceed with 
the trial,  although the charges were not withdrawn and the case was simply adjourned,  
leaving a shadow hanging over Paglar but sparing him any punishment."  
 
 This is exactly the view, echoing Shinozaki,  that is held by many people who 
have heard about the treason trial of Dr. Paglar at all.  His acquittal has not been 
mentioned in any reference,  and even Shinozaki's ISEAS interview and subsequent book 
leave reporting of the trial at the adjournment stage.  According to their given sources of 
information, the Moores (1969) based their negative view of Dr. Paglar on newspaper 
reports,  and Kratoska (1998) based his recounting of Dr. Paglar's trial on newspaper 
reports, the NARA reports and Bogaars' (Oral History interview) view.  Other books,  for 
example by Murfett et al (1999) rely on Shinozaki's book (1975) and his ISEAS 
interview ( 1973). Turnbull (1977: 60) ends her short narration of the Paglar case with his 
being "eventually freed but not acquitted."  It is not surprising therefor that the "shadow" 
remains hanging over Dr. Paglar when it is not generally known that he was acquitted.  
But the fact even of being brought to trial was a slur on his name.  The Singapore 
Recreation Club that has rooms named after former Presidents and outstanding members 
- Tessensohn,  Milne,  Barker and Kraal - have conspicuously left out Paglar,  even 
though he was President for eight consecutive years and contributed more than anyone 
else financially to the revival of the Club after WWII and was tirelessly supportive.147  
 
                                     
147   Minute book of the Singapore Recreation Club,  1937 - 1964. 
 118 
 "The most celebrated collaboration case was the trial of Dr. Paglar ..."148  is true 
in terms of the media publicity generated,  packed court attendance,  the $2 million bail 
offered and attendant drama of Shinozaki's outburst.  Subsequent references often ignore 
cases where the death sentence was passed on Eurasians (de Souza,  the da Silvas, 
Woodford) actually convicted of treason.   Yet the facts are not investigated,  conclusions 
are hasty (NARA, 1945) and the reference to Dr. Paglar is likely to be disparaging 
(Moore, 1969).   
 
The 1945 NARA report stated:  “Only one Eurasian has been appointed to a 
Regional Council.  This  is  in  Singapore,  the member being a doctor who had 
formerly been  struck off the medical register.  None of the former leaders of the 
community has come forward to accept  administrative  posts  under the Japanese.” 
 Compiled even before the war with Japan ended,  it may be erroneously read that 
the only Eurasian 'leader' who willingly volunteered his services to the Japanese invaders 
was Dr. Paglar,  already a suspect character because he had been struck off the medical 
register.  The report neglected to state that Dr. Paglar was reinstated by the Medical 
Council in England which has the effect of expunging the former striking off.  Nor did it 
record the appointments of other Eurasians to various Japanes posts (see footnote 103), 
whether accepted voluntarily or not.  Joanna and Donald Moore149  wrote a scathing 
reference to Dr. Paglar: 
“Some succumbed to Japanese ideals and blandishments,  either from 
conviction or for reasons of expediency and safety.  At the beginning of 1945 - when,  
one would have thought,  it was a little late in the day to be so overtly pro-Japanese- 
                                     
148   Turnbull 1977 at page 226. 
 




Dr. Paglar, a prominent Eurasian, delivered himself of a most extraordinary speech to 
assembled Eurasians.  It was so forcefully stated that one is obliged to presume  that 
he meant every word he said. The Syonan Times, now the Syonan Shimbun,  reported 
it in full – naturally.” 
 
 For someone as well informed as Dr. Paglar,  the beginning of 1945 had already 
seen the end of the war in Europe with victory in the hands of the Allies,  and American 
wins in Guadalcanal and Iwo Jima. It was certainly very late in the day to be overtly pro-
Japanese,  except that the Kempetai were still in deadly evidence. It is surprising 
therefore that the weakness and greed,  not to speak of brutality of the persons convicted 
post-WWII, have been considered by the Moores to be of less importance that Dr. 
Paglar's speech in January in 1945.  It also presumes that the speech was written by the 
man of his own free will.  The speech appears at Appendix They follow with a quote 
from Mr. T. Hope who gave a short talk (not reported,  and he was not presecuted as a 
collaborator but was a prosecution witness) that actually exhorts Eurasians to follow their 
leader Dr. Paglar: 
 
 "... a man in whom the authorities have the utmost confidence.  We are also 
 fortunate in having a number of Nippon-jin friends who are standing firmly 
  by our community,  notably Mr. Mamoru Shinozaki who has been a god- 
 send to us.  We must not let them down but strive hard to loyally carry out  
 all instructions of the authorities in letter and spirit ... unless we do that we 
 cannot expect to be trusted,  respected and protected." 
 
 To draw the reader to conclude in only one direction as to Paglar's perfidy, the 
Moores end off  "The function was brought to a close with a short message in Nippon-Go 
by Miss Renèe  Paglar,  who wore Nippon Fujin attire." 
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  Selwyn's analysis150 of Joyce's trial in London pointed out many instances where 
a guilty verdict seemed manipulated to its logical conclusion, in that climate of 
immediately post-war desired vengeance,  And Selwyn also produced surprising statistics 
to show that, in fact, Joyce's impact on the average Briton was far less than the 
newspapers had led their readers to believe. Similarly,  in Singapore,  although a desire 
for retribution was clear among the survivors of the horrors of the occupation and the 
returnees to a devastated island,  Shinozaki's statement  that "The newspapers at that time 
were also very much against Dr. Paglar"151 has no evidence to back the statement,  
because there is no report in the English language newspapers from September 1945 - 
March 1946 to that effect against Dr. Paglar.   
 
 Shinozaki subsequently wrote152 "Every newspaper wrote very bad things against 
collaborators,  calling them very big enemies of the people"  There were letters to  the  
press  and  articles  both  for  prosecution  of traitors and  against the apparent 'witch 
hunt',  but as all cases would have been sub judice,  no names were ever mentioned.   
 
 What was the ordinary person in the street,  who did not know Dr. Paglar directly,  
to gather from a combination of newspaper reports by the Japanese-directed Syonan 
Shimbun  reports,  the reports of the Straits Times after the war that carried stories of the 
arrest of Dr. Paglar and then subsequently reports of his trial?  There may also have been 
some talk among family and friends whose sources of information would be the same,  
unless they had firsthand knowledge of Dr. Paglar.  Vernon Palmer,  who had worked in 
radio pre-WWII,  and then again in broadcasting immediately after the war in a 
distinguished career until his retirement in the 1980s,  when asked if he knew Dr. Paglar 
                                     
150   Selwyn 1987. 
151   Shinozaki 1975 at page 106. 
152    Ibid. 
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said, "Isn't he the one who was tried by the British for being a collaborator?"153  This is 
an educated,  respectable Eurasian man who had family and friends and had a job that put 
him in touch with many people in all walks of life.   
 
 Historian Cheah Boon Keng,  conducting research in the 1970s wrote154 the "My 
interviewees in Katong where he had a practice,  remembered him as a notorious 
collaborator.  He served on the Japanese-appointed multi-ethnic Advisory Council as a 
community leader representing the Eurasian community  Many people stated that it was 
ironical that such Eurasians as Dr. Paglar who were so English in their lifestyles and so 
loyal and pro-British before the war,  could change overnight into pro-Japanese 
collaborators,  making speeches in support of the Japanese.  After the war,  Paglar 
reopened his clinic,  but  initially  his  medical  practice  suffered  and  he had very few 
patients,  as people avoided him like a plague.... people whom I interviewed in Katong - 
mostly elderly Babas and Nyonyas - didn't think favourably of him because he served on 
the Advisory Council. Well, these were  their subjective impressions about collaboration 
with those they considered their 'enemy' - especially the speeches Dr. Paglar was said to 
have made in praise of Japan, etc. What surprised these interviewees most was that a 
leading Eurasian like Dr. Paglar, so loyal to the British before the war, could say these 
things - they, of course, made no allowance for the fact that he said these things under 
duress." 
 Unless people who were interviewed could give examples of wrongdoing that 
they had personally witnessed or endured,  or knew about because the witness or victim 
was known to them,  their responses to question about Dr, Paglar and his activities as a 
"collaborator" would be of dubious value,  based on newpaper reports and hearsay.  
                                     
153   Interview with Vernon Palmer August 2001. 
154   email of 6 January 2006. 
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Against these are the statements of Lee Kip Lee, currently President of the Peranakan 
Association and his brother Lee Kip Lin,  whose statements about Dr. Paglar are framed 
in the Changi Museaum;  F.A.C. Oehlers,  van Cuylenberg,  Brother Patricius and other 
others.  It is also not true that Dr. Paglar's medical practice suffered,  because he had 
patients even while he was in Outram jail,  as evidenced by the Sunday Times cutting of 
9 February 1946,  where a 'court' was set up in his clinic because a patient had given birth 
to twins there and could not attend regular court. At that time Dr. Paglar was still in jail. 
 
 
             
 
        13   Newspaper cuttings of 'trial' at the Paglar Clinic,  4 February 1946 and of 
the conferment of the OBE on George Bogaars, Senior. 
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 There are many generalizations written about this period that are quite startling,  
for example, Turnbull wrote155 vis-a-vis the $50,000,000 'gift' from the Chinese that 
"Indians,  Eurasians and Malays were not sorry to see the Chinese squeezed,  but were 
afraid their turn would come next." She does not quote any sources to support this 
remark.  In contrast,  Lee Geok Boi156 interviewed several persons who had lived 
through the Occupation and concluded that there were numerous accounts of Malays and 
Indians helping their Chinese neighbours.  She also noted that there was a bond among 
the ethnic groups that was built of a fear of the Japanese. 
 In the details of what is apparently the main source of information about Dr. 
Paglar even for academicians,  Shinozaki's book Syonan - My Story,  there are errors. One 
example already explored being that "The newspapers at that time were very much 
against Dr. Paglar".  Another is that he stated that the presiding judge was Lieutenant-
Colonel Peacock,  and the "prosecutor was Wing Commander Cobbett157 when in fact 
the Special Court Commissioner was Wing Commander J.C. Cobbett and in the Superior 
Court the President was Wing Commander F.A. Briggs.  The prosecutor throughout was 
Wing Commander M. Buttrose. The main mistakes were to present the Preliminaty 
Inquiry as a trial and to state that Dr. Paglar's case was adjourned sine die,  when he was 
in fact acquitted.  Shinozaki remained a friend of the Paglar family and was in touch with 
Eric Paglar until his death.  He expressed to Eric his feeling of some disappointment that 
when he returned to Singapore he had been largely forgotten and that for the thousands 
whose lives he had saved,  only a handful of Singaporeans remembered him or what he 
had done.  When he left from the airport the only person who saw him off was Eric 
Paglar.158  
                                     
155   Turnbull 1977 at page 199. 
156   Lee Geok Boi The Syonan Years- Singpaore under Japanese Rule 1942-1945.  2005 at pages 
 197-199. 
157    Shinozaki 1975 at page 106. 




   
 
                                    
 
 






Chapter 6  Conclusion 
 
 At the beginning of Dr. Paglar's trial in January 1946,  the BMA was preparing to 
hand over the administration to a civilian government in April 1946.  Riots were breaking 
out, and a general strike threatened.  The trial was not of any major significance to the 
British in the larger and fraught circumstances that they found themselves. 
 
 On 1 February 1946 there was a letter to the popular Man-in-the-Street column of 
the Straits Times: 
 "The recent general strike has been called off but it is not finished. Unless our 
 present administration takes very strong steps in order to suppress the 
 gangsterism and intimidation which grows every day,  we are going to face 
 very serious trouble later on... 
 Viscount Ellbank was quite correct when he stated in the House of Lords  
 that "unless we are careful we shall hand over Malaya and Singapore to the 
 Chinese".   In my opinion,  the position is even more desperate.  We are in 
 the process of being laughed out of Singapore by the gangsters ....." 
   
 But Dr. C.J. Paglar's trial continues to be remembered and the words 
"collaborator",  "war criminal"  and "treason" attach to the reference.  That the trial was 
adjourned sine die  is often noted,  but the fact of the acquittal is not.   
 
 One factor that may have been significant in Paglar's prosecution was the attitude 
of the British to Eurasians,  so that perceived disloyalty to Britain and the Crown by this 
community,  somewhat but of course not quite white,  was particularly galling to the 
colonial mentality.  The Eurasian was regarded differently from the Asiatics by the 
British but occupied a place they were ambivalent about.  One example of this is in 
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Maxwell 159 : "The expression "Non-Europeans"  is used in order to obviate the 
wearisome repetition of "Eurasians and Asiatics"."  The book is then inconsistent 
throughout,  with many references to both "Eurasians" (at pages 24,  106 and elsewhere) 
and "Asiatics" extensively.  Maxwell  states:  ?It is perhaps hardly necessary to say that 
the unswerving loyalty of the Eurasian community was abundantly shown on every 
occasion and in every manner." 
 
 Even the Americans were convinced of Eurasian loyalties160 : "The Eurasian 
community was firm in its loyalty to the British and the Japanese authorities,  knowing 
where their sympathies lie,  called  up  all  the members of the community in Singapore 
in March 1942,  and told them to forget their Western loyalties and ally themselves with 
the "Asiatic" cause."  But clearly,  Eurasians,  perhaps because they were ostensibly part-
European came in for a different treatment.   Turnbull wrote161 "The British regarded 
collaboration by Eurasians as special treachery..."   
 
 Considering that the Guardian could run a headline like "It was for Egypt and 
Russia that we sacrificed Malaya" immediately after the surrender,  the people had the 
whole of the Occupation to think ideas of nationalism.  The newly resurrected Straits 
Times, fanned the ideas along,  perhaps unwittingly,   reported  headlines like London,  
"Egyptian Aspirations in Middle East" ( 29 September 1945),  "British Navy Clears 
Saigon River.  French Warships Bringing Troops from India"   and "A warning of trouble 
if the Dutch try to rule alone in Java after the Allied occupation was complete was made 
by Mohammed Jasin, Batavia 'Police Chief" (both on 3 October 1945).  And in case they 
were not aware of the cooperation among the colonial powers, "British co-operation for 
                                     
159  Maxwell, Sir George (Chairman)  The Civil Defence of Malaya - A Narrative of the part taken     
 in it by the Civilian population of the country in the Japanese Invasiion. Undated at page 87. 
160  NARA RG226  128585,  10 May 1945 :  Malaya under the Japanese. 
161  Turnbull 1977 at page 226. 
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the speedy transportation of these [27,000 Dutch] troops has been readily obtained" also 
reported in the ST on 3 October 1945. 
 
 It was clear to the public that the British,  Dutch and French were keen to reassert 
their colonial mastery.  Yet is was equally certain that once awakened,  the feelings of 
nationalism in Malaya and Singapore would not be quelled,  in view of the humiliating 
British defeat and especially because of how little importance they were shown to count 
with the British.  Sir George Maxwell162  presented one view,  being one of the "old 
Malayan hands":  "It cannot be declared too emphatically and too often that the British 
public was so embittered by the wholly unexpected fall of the "fortress" of Singapore that 
it wrought every possible object on which to expend and relieve its feelings;  in complete 
ignorance of the facts,  it abused indiscriminately the Civil Servants,  the planters,  the 
European women,  the Malays,  and the entire civilian community for what was,  from 
beginning to end,  a military disaster ...  The feeling was cowardly,  mean,  and 
thoroughly un-British.  ... The British public has every reason to be ashamed of what it 
thought and said,  but the Malayan public has every right to be proud of what it did. 
Unless the facts are recognised before the British return to Malaya,  our reception may 
not be the one that is necessary for co-operation in laying the foundations of the Malaya 
of the future." 
 Maxwell's view is at the kinder end of the spectrum of the Tuan Besars.  The 
Colour Bar resumed with the returning British in their hiring policies and racist 
exclusions.  Post-war discrimination against mixed-bloods continued and among the 
countless examples of this  policy is one told by Maisie Duncan163 as to how her fiancèe 
was offered a contract after his trial period only for a single man at Osborne and 
                                     
162  Maxwell (undated) at page 90. 
 
163   Duncan, M. A Cloistered War 2004 at page 215. 
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Chappell,  after the Manager met her and she declared that she was born and raised in 
Malaya.  "I had inadvertently told the manager I was a local girl and company policy did 
not consider locals acceptable spouses for their European staff.  A number of women 
were married to O&C staff,   having successfully passed themselves off as Europeans 
after lying about their origins." One change noted by Low164 was that before the war,  
'E.O.'  stood for 'European Officer',  and after the war it became "Education Officer'. 
 
 Clubs which remained in place until after 1959 and Singapore's Independence and 
the unmistakable demand (mid-1962) that all clubs should permit membership of other 
ethnic communities so that at least fifty per cent of the club's membership would be held 
by Singaporeans.  It is not possible to verify,  because the investigation and other papers 
are either lost or embagoed,  the influence of the Tuans Besar on the BMA for the 
prosecution against Dr. Paglar.  But certainly they were aware of how they were 
perceived as those who were humiliatingly defeated, who had deserted and who were 
trying to reimpose colonial rule for their own economic benefit on a people who had 
rudely been awakened to the fact that their defence and destiny were in their own hands,  
never Whitehall's.   
 Despite all discussions of empire and colonial power, economic realities underlay 
all considerations.  Britain was still in debt165 to the United States for WWI when WWII 
began.  Before the war,  Malaya was the largest supplier of the world's tin and the second 
larger producer of rubber.  Tin mining had once been in the hands of the Chinese,  but 
after the purchase and use of dredges and heavy machinery by British-owned companies,  
they were producing from half to two-thirds of total output.  In rubber production,  two-
thirds of the three million acres in production belonged to European-owned estates.  
                                     
164   Low, N.I. Chinese Jetsam on a Tropical Shore. 
 
165  Georg Franz-Willing at http://www.fsmitha.com/h2/ch12.htm. 
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Malaya's wealth was also in the production of timber,  copra,  palm oil and other 
commodities,  and Singapore was the main entrepot.166  
 
 Another 'new' social phenomenon to be explored is the strong British reaction to 
broadcast messages regarded as treacherous.  The British Broadcasting Company began 
its daily schedule in 1922,  well after WWI,  and by the 1930s there were about nine 
million listeners.167   Among the cold, hungry and fearful public during WWII,  the 
sounds of Lord Haw-Haw: "Never before had people known the voice of one they had 
never seen  ... speak to them only to prophesy their death and ruin. ...  He always spoke as 
if he were better fed and better clothed than we were ...". 168.  It went against all the 
principles of fairplay and decent behaviour that the British aimed to uphold,  and intruded 
intimately into a man's home.  That outrage against their own broadcast traitors appeared 
in the Straits Times on its front pages.  And of all those who were accused of making pro-
Japanese speeches in English,  only Dr. Paglar is said to have made a radio broadcast 
speech. 
 
                                     
166  Kratoska 1998 at pages 223-246. 
167   BBC.com.sg. 
168   West 1963 at page 13. 
 130 
           
 
 
15   Photograph of Dr. Paglar with HRH Sultan Ibrahim of Johore and HRH 
Sultan  Sir Abu Bakar of Pahang. 
 
 
 Another unfortunate conclusion reached is that the Eurasians of the "Upper Ten" 
category and those who thought of themselves as belonging there did not accept Charlie 
Paglar as one of themselves.  Despite his status as a doctor and apparent wealth,  and 
association with royalty,  he somehow did not fit in with the "Upper Tens".  This is 
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possibly because he was known to have been adopted and the rumour of Sikh blood 
persisted - not that being Sikh was in itself objectionable,  but anything so blatantly 
oriental would have been regarded with discomfort.. He consorted with oriental women,  
of whom two bore him children;  he was a divorced man;  he was strongly rumoured to 
do abortions (a mortal sin in the eyes of the Catholics),  he was a friend of a Malay sultan 
( Muslim and Malay were not characteristics the Upper Tens approved of) and he owned 
a lovely bungalow on Pulau Ubin,  did not go to church often,  was fat,  rich,  drank,  
played cards.  These were just too many degrees away from the Victorian sensibilities of 
Eurasians like G.E. Bogaars, Senior.   
 
 They managed to overlook the fact that he was brilliant,  winning the Queen's 
Jubilee scholarship at the age of fifteen against all comers in the Straits Settlements and 
was renowned for his generosity to the indigent, not to speak of having saved many 
people's lives regardless of their ethnicity,  and could come up with a bail offering of $2 
million in 1946, a vast fortune from the  combined Chinese, Arab and Indian 
communities.  A list of his awards and appointments appear at Appendix 7. 
 
 In the first election of the Singapore Recreation Club in August 1946,  Dr. Paglar 
stood for election for the post of President against Dr. W.A. Balhetchet who had been the 
Medical Officer in charge of Tan Tock Seng Hospital and was later awarded the O.B.E.  
Dr. Balhetchet won 37 of the votes for President against Dr. C.J. Paglar's 16.  Three 
people then stood for election to the Vice President's post, with votes counted at 25 to Dr. 
Paglar, 24 to G.E.N. Oehlers and 2 to Theo Leijssius.  For all that he had done for the 
Eurasian community,  he could still not win the Presidency.  Among the voting members 
present were G.E. Bogaars Sr. and the Tessensohn brothers,  all of whom were brothers-
in-law of Dr. Balhetchet  Upon the resignation of Dr. Balhetchet due to ill health nearly a 
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year later,  Dr. Paglar became President and remained in the post till his death in 
1954.169  
 
 On the question of having British or any European blood,  I found it telling that 
both Dr. Paglar and his son Eric retained the surname "Pemberton",  which in all 
probability was the name of Dr. Paglar's natural father.  This was in spite of being 
rejected by the Pembertons of Bedford twice,  and fully appreciating the loving kindness 
of the adoptive Paglar parents.  Nor was it just those from the "Upper Tens" who let Dr. 
Paglar down.  In spite of all the free help that had been rendered to Eurasians in Bahau,  
when Dr. Paglar's daughter Renèe took around a petition to Sime Road Camp upon his 
arrest, requesting signatures for his release,  Eric Paglar said that the Eurasians willing to 
sign were few.170 Their reasons are not known: whether fear that the returned British 
would regard such signing with disfavour and that would jeopardise their future jobs or 
apathy. 
 
 A Ministerial Committee of His Majesty's Government had decided on the 
formation of the Malayan Union by August 1945,  and this was vigorously opposed by 
new Malay nationalists,  retired Malayan civil servants, Lords, MPs and businessmen.  
Brigadier H.C. Willan, DCCAO Malaya had toured Malaya from 8 - 29 September 1945,  
interviewing the Malay rulers assessing their roles during the war,  their degree of 
sympathy to British rule and generally the mood of the sultans.  His recommendations to 
the Cabinet were seriously considered in the preparation of Sir Harold MacMichael's 
visit to negotiate new treaties with the sultans.  In his report of 7 October 1945 he wrote 
explicitly171  that if the Sultan of Johore refused to sign the new treaty,  then 
                                     
169   Minute book of the Singapore Recreatin Club,  1937 - 1964. 
170   Interviews with Eric Paglar,  2003 - 2005, Singapore.  
171   CAB 101/69, CAB/HIST/B/4/7.  
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"considerable care must be exercised as to which of his three sons should then be 
approached." 
 
 Earlier, the BMA had many problems to clear before handing over in April 1946,  
and the challenge to the reinstatement of British control over Malaya - over its  
valuable tin, rubber and other produce - was not totally certain.  For the installation of  
Sir Edward Gent as Governor of the Malayan Union on 1 April 1946,  just a week after 
Dr. Paglar's acquittal,  the Malay sultans united to boycott the ceremony and instead 
enjoyed the crowds of supporters for their sovereignty and against the reinstatement of 
colonial imperialism.  The United Malays National Organization (UMNO) was formed in 
Johore just six weeks later. 
 
 There is a story about the formation of UMNO concerning Dr. Paglar,  told  by his 
son Eric. Sultan Ibrahim was not at all disposed to supporting the formation of UMNO,  
being very conscious of his royal status and not inclined towards fostering democratic 
notions in his subjects, and his influence with the other sultans was very strong.  Onn bin 
Jaffar approached Dr. Paglar to put the matter to Sultan Ibrahim,  hoping that he might be 
persuasive   
 
 The Sultan apparently had absolute trust in and reliance on Dr. Paglar whom he 
fondly called "Charlie",  and he called him at will,  even during the early hours of the 
morning.  He consulted him on divers matters,  not necessarily medical.  Whenever the 
Sultan was in a bad mood,  the appearance of "Charlie" brought relief to the minions at 
the Palace because the Sultan's good mood would quickly be restored.  The title of 
"Datok" was bestowed on Dr. Paglar by the Sultan.  They were good friends and Dr. 
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Paglar indulged his friend by journeying up to Johore or down the road to one of the 
Sultan's houses in Singapore when summoned to provide medical attention or just keep 
company with his friend.. This was known to all who had dealings with the Sultan,  so 
Dr. Charlie Paglar was Onn bin Jaffar's choice to approach His Royal Highness to 
persuade him that this radical 'western' notion of nationalism should be introduced to 
Malaya under his auspices and thus to consolidate the sultans' position and have some 
bulwark against being totally under British control. Dr. Paglar was apparently successful, 
because at the Pan-Malayan Malay Congress held in Johore Bahru from 11-13 May,  
UMNO was formed.  He was given the number six membership badge upon UMNO'S 
formation shortly afterwards.  Verification of the incidents pertaining to Dr. Paglar's role 
in the formation of UMNO was not possible either with the Johore Palace nor with the 
archives in Kuala Lumpur. 
 
 The theme of expediency returns continuously when examining the possible 
reasons for the BMA's actions and decisions.  Sleeman172 noted that the very first War 
Crimes trial held in Singapore in January 1946 concerned atrocities committed by the 
Japanese against Indian soldiers,  and not,  as the Singapore communities had expected,  
against its own local people.  He went on to explain that at that time, several trials of 
leaders of the Indian National Army for anti-British activities were taking place in India 
amidst disorders with political significance. Sleeman gave as "the real reason" for the 
trial that it "... was thought, therefore, that this was an excellent moment to launch upon 
the world a trial in which Indians were the victims,  and to demonstrate once more the 
absolute equality before the law of the rights of all Imperial subjects,  irrespective of 
nationality, race or colour."   
                                     




 It would be difficult not to conclude that the British were capable of sacrificing 
principle to expediency.  In the matter of a few collaborators and particularly in the 
matter of an insignificant Eurasian doctor who nevertheless seemed to act a 'bit above 
himself' and was a friend of a sultan whose loyalties were suspect,  sweeping the small 
problem under the carpet so that more important matters in hand could be gotten on with 
made simple good sense.  
 
 Dr. Paglar died on 9 December 1954 and at his funeral,  literally thousands lined 
the streets and sent eighteen lorryloads of wreaths to accompany the cortege.  In 
Appendix 8 are the tributes paid to Dr. Paglar by prominent members of the Legislative 
Council. The Colonial Secretary,  Mr. W. Goode,  spoke on behalf of the President,  His 
Excellency the Governor Sir John Nicoll,  who was present for this session, saying, inter 
alia “ ...  he is mourned by a vast number of other people in this colony,  by his personal 
friends,  by the hundreds of members of organizations ... and by all sorts of sportsmen in 
all walks of life here in Singapore;  and,  above all,  by so many humble people for whom 
he was always ready to do anything he could to help them.  It can well be said that he 
spent himself in service to others.”    Unfortunately, this gesture and their laudatory 
words have not erased the odium attached to Dr. Paglar's name from the prosecution for 
treason and attached to the word "collaborator". 
 In all the circumstances pertaining to Dr. Charles Paglar's actions this study can 
conclude that he deserved no less than was granted to Lim Koon Teck.173  That initially 
persecuted gentleman was granted a letter signed by George Conaghan of Penang on 9 
December, 1945 which said,  inter alia, 
 
                                     
173   Lim 1994. 
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 " As a result of the closest possible investigation into your career during the 
Japanese  occupation,  I find not only that you have nothing of which you might be 
ashamed,  or with which you might be reproached,  but you have accomplished much  ...   
Investigation proves that when injustice was rife and terror and brutality were the 
deciding factors,  justice was not ill served or flouted at your hands.... 
 I dismiss you from this court without any slightest stain on your character.  You 
have behaved worthily, and added luster to an already distinguished career as a 
Government servant. 
 I am sorry that you have had to undergo this trying and anxious time,  but you will 
readily appreciate that every public personage who was connected in any way with the 
Japanese Administration must be investigated." 
 
 This was never to be for Dr. Paglar.  Donald Paglar,  a cousin of Dr. Paglar,  who 
had on many occasions gone round the huts of Bahau as his assistant rendering medical 
attention,  said on 4 January 2002 that Dr. Paglar told him174 : 
 









                                     
174   Telephone interview with Donald Paglar on on 4 January 2002.  A sworn statement to this  effect 
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Appendices   
 
Appendix  1 Replies from Records Offices in the UK 
 
1. RISD Records Enquiries <enquiry@nationalarchives.gov.uk> 
To: "'denyse@pacific.net.sg'" <denyse@pacific.net.sg> 
Subject: PR :  Missing investigation files/papers re: Dr Paglar 
Date: Tue, 9 Nov 2004 12:09:23 -0000 
Our ref: PR 04/1062 
8 November 2004 
 
Dear Ms Tessensohn 
 
Thank you for your e-mail 
 
About a year ago I dealt with a similar enquiry regarding the whereabouts of 
documents regarding the trail of Dr Paglar, that correspondent informing me no 
records are available in Singapore. My research involved looking at electronic and 
printed catalogues and indexes to WO 203 (South East Asia Command: Military 
Headquarters Papers) and to Foreign Office and Colonial Office correspondence 
for Singapore, this being found in FO 371 and CO 273,717,940 & 953 
respectively. At the time I was unable to find any direct reference and as far as I 
am aware no relevant files have been released in the meantime. For your 
information, the file WO 203/4571B contains a single sheet of paper naming 5 
suspected collaborators, while the Far East war crimes trial records held here in 
the record series WO 235 and WO 325 predominantly concern Japanese military 
personnel. 
 
It does seem strange that no reference can be found to such a significant event 
and can only make the following observations. Firstly, a more comprehensive and 
speculative search than I have time to do may reveal documents within a file with 
an ambiguous description. In which case you may wish to employ one of the 
Independent Researchers found on our website. Secondly, it is possible that the 
records have not survived or have still to be released. If the latter is the case then 
I would suggest contacting: 
Foreign & Commonwealth Office, Head of Records & Historical Department, Old 
Admiralty Building, Room G66, London SW1A 2PA. 
Departmental Record Officer, Ministry of Defence, Mezzanine 2, 3-5 Great 





Research, Knowledge & Academic Services. 




2.  Reply from the Ministry of Defence 
 
Subject: RE: Dr C. J. Paglar 
Date: Fri, 16 Sep 2005 10:57:58 +0100 
From: "Player, Godfrey Mr" <Godfrey.Player231@mod.uk> 
To: "denyse tessensohn" <denyse@pacific.net.sg> 
 
 Dear Ms Tessensohn, 
 
I have been advised that you will have to determine exactly what 
kind trial Dr Paglar had. The exactly location of where these records 
may be, may not be as clear cut as it seems. The advise that I have 
received is this: 
 
You will have to determine what happened after Singapore was re-
occupied by the British. Did they impose a military regime for a 
short while, and then try Dr Peglar while the military regime was in 
power? While it is possible that Dr Peglar, although a civilian was 
tried by a military tribunal, however, it is more likely that he was 
tried by a civilian court during this time period. Any papers that 
survived, might be in the National Archive.  If Britain returned as a 
colonial power, i.e. there was no military regime imposed, which 
then handed authority over to the 
Colonial Office, then it would be more likely that a civilian authority 
would have been in charge, and that any trial that took place would 
have been a civilian one. If this is the case then the Foreign and 
Commonwealth Office may have some papers on this subject.  
However, after this length of time, it is more than likely that those 
papers would have also been passed on to the National Archives at 
Kew. There is also the possibility that when Singapore gained it's 
independence, the records were handed over to the new authorities, 
in which case any records of the trial would be in the Singapore's 
National Archives. You also may have to face the fact that these 
records may have been destroyed.  
 






Appendix  2   Decree read to assembled Eurasians on the Padang on  
3 March 1942. 
 
    D E C R E E  
    It is hereby decreed that all Eurasians must assemble at 
  the Syonan Recreation Club ground (in front of the 
 Municipal Building) at noon of 3rd March. 
     They should bring with them all particulars regarding 
 Full Name (in Block Letters),  Nationality, Age,  Parent- 
 age, and former occupation.  Those who have served as 
 Volunteers or who have been in Government Service 
 should state so clearly. 
 
      Food and water, to last for the duration of the  
 Examination and Registration should also be brought. 
     By Order of 
    THE COMMANDER OF THE 
   NIPPONESE DEFENCE HEADQUARTERS 
 
  
 "The present Great Eastern War was started for the existence of all Great Eastern 
Peoples.  We did not wish to start this war but under the circumstances we could not help it. 
 The Declaration of the Commander-in-Chief of the Nippon Army contains fully the 
object  of  this war.  If  any person  interrupts  our  military actions  in  the  least he will be 
severely punished.  No one shall be allowed to act as an enemy of the Great Eastern peoples.  
But on the other hand people cooperating with us will be given every protection.  They will 
suffer no hardships. 
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Until now you were spoiled in circumstances of individualism and liberalism.  You 
were used to an easy-going life of amusements,  but you will soon see the real idea of 
mankind,  the new conception of the New World. 
The defeat of materialism is proved in the History of the Roman Empire.  It is the  real 
object of building up a New Asia to gain the spiritualism you have forgotten entirely.  
The time for looking to personal and individual affairs is now gone.  Look!  The 
burning of the dead lightens up the Syonan sky.  The new Dawn has come over a new 
Great Asia. 
 Facing these facts some of you complained to us regarding small and petty 
 personal affairs.  This is regrettable.  Most of you belong to the educated class and 
 you still continue your thoughts and actions as before,  disobeying our orders.  We 
 must think of heavy punishment for you. 
Those who emphasize their rights and ideas,  forgetting their duties and services,   are 
an evil to the nation.  To anyone who persists in continuing to have old ideas,  
consistently disobeying our orders,  we must consider meting out severe punishment. 
If you understand our true object and serve Our Imperial Majesty,  we shall take you 
up as new Japanese people - that is we shall accept you as brothers. 
 
THREE ORDERS 
 I demand of your obedience of the following three orders: 
1 Those who served as Volunteers or in the Government Service such as in the Police 
or mischievous propaganda department shall state so clearly and in detail.  If anyone is found 
to have given false information or of having failed to comply with this order,  he shall be 
severely punished. 
2 Some military authorities are temporarily commandeering certain materials to 
facilitate military actions.  Those who resist these authorities by refusing to allow an article 
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to be commandeered,  emphasizing their ownership,  act regrettably.  This must not be so.  
Any person who is insolent to the Nippon Army shall be punished. 
3 Those who were formerly employed in the Electrical,  Water,  Engineering and other 
important departments shall report at once to the Nippon Army to be reinstated in their jobs 
without delay.  This must be done in order to speedily restore the various facilities of the city.  























Appendix 3:     The Man-in-the-Street 
The Man-in-the-Street writing for MLJ (Feb. 1946), was R.L. Eber,  and information 
from T.P.B. Menon confirms this. 
 ... The Man-in -the Street knew what would happen to him.... a prey to 
indescribable fear for himself and for his wife and children,  when the powers of 
the resistence of the mind of the stongest man are at their lowest.  Taken to a car 
and driven to "Oxley Rise" or the "Y.M.C.A." - names connected with legends of 
the dark ages. Then to the torture chamber.  Devilish instruments of torture,  
electricity ... filthy water forced into humna bodies to capacity... suspension from 
ceilings,  burns, floggings, beatings, excruciating pain...what to say when 
questioned,  whether threats of further physical pain and death were to be carried 
out,  what to "confess" to put an end to the tortures ...  
 Some will tell of the complete collapse of mental resistance,  of how one 
said anything to stop inhuman physical and mental agony,  to get out of the 
clutches of beasts in human form. 
    Does one wonder why the Man-in -the Street was on his guard against 
informers?  Does one wonder why his utterances had to be moulded to satisfy the 
anti-British sentiments of the Japanese? 
 The Man-in -the Street had of necessity to live a life of hypocricy.  His 
loyalty and faith never waivered,  but there was a tremendous battle raging in his 
mind.  There was no guiding hand - no person from whom he could seek advice.  
The Man- in - the - Street remembers with a smile how Japanese propaganda and 
Japanese mentality as they gradually presented themselves gave him golden 
opportunities of not only satisfying the Japanese but of preserving what was in his 
heart and in his conscience. 
 He was told that the war was a war of ideals,  that Japan was fighting for 
co-prosperity,  for equality and for fraternity,  ideals with which every right 
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thinking human was in agreement,  no matter what his race or nationality.  The 
Man-in -the Street soon,  very soon,  realised that all propaganda in this direction 
was merely a legend and a myth,  but he was presented with that golden 
opportunity and he took it.  He made speeches.  The Japanese were satisfied - the 
Man-in -the Street was satisfied.  Added to his faith in British armed might was 
his faith in British ability to appreciate the fantastic and artificial period through 
which he struggled,  deprived of that guardianship of the British which was his 
birth right. 
 The Man-in -the Street smiles to himself when he hears criticisms,  
perhaps condemnations,  from those whose positions in life did not bring them to 
the notice of the Japanese,  whose appointments in the Japanese service gave them 
some degree of protection,  who were in the relative safety of internment camps,  
who were fortunate enough to side-step public appearances through the 
understanding and sympathy of friends already caught by the Japanese 
propaganda machine and who were safely out of Singapore in other parts of the 
world untouched by the Japanese war machine.  It is so easy to talk after the event 
- so very easy! 
 The Man-in -the Street remembers with relief and rejoicing in his mind on 
the return of the British.  Relief and rejoicing yes,  but nevertheless tempered by 
premonitions of the arrest of friends and relatives,  the arrest of people who bore 
the brunt of Japanese ruthlessness and suspicion and acted as a bulwark between 
their communities and a tribe of barbarians ... The Man -in - the Street 
believes that the Authorities will in time appreciate the difficult and horrible times 





Appendix  4:     Newspaper Reports of the Trial 
 
MT 24.12.1945 
Inquiry into Paglar Case fixed for Janury 16 
Preliminary Enquiry fixed for Jan 16, 17 &18. 
... Commissioner J.C. Cobbett stated in connection with Dr. Paglar's case that he had 
made investigations and had come to the conclusion that there was sufficient evidence 
disclosing collaboration,  the charge being one of treason under the Treason Act  
 
Asst Judge Advocate General Hq  ALFSEA:  LT-COL S.C. SLEEMAN ,  16/5 
Lancersa,  B.A. (Oxon) of Gray's Inn and the Western Circuit,  Barrister-at-Law) 
 
 
ST 17 January 1946:  
A British Subject 
  "Dr. Paglar is a British subject born in Singapore and as such owes his 
allegiance to the Crown",  declared Wing Commander M. Buttrose for the prosecution at 
the outset of the inquiry. 
  Evidence,  the prosecutor stated,  would consist of  documents - files, 
newspaper-cuttings,  diaries and other notes seized in the home of the accused in Joo 
Chiat. 
Accused's Speeches 
  Speeches made by the accused,  added the prosecutor,  were directed 
mainly at urging all-out co-operation with the Japanese authorities,  and in encouraging 
Eurasians to join the auxiliary enemy forces. 
  Evidence will also tend to show that Dr. Paglar furnished confidential 
reports to the authorities concerning the activities of the Eurasian Welfare Association.  
After the fall of Singapore,  added Wing Commander Buttrose,  the accused contacted the 
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Japanese and made a wide circle of friends,  including high officials and merchants.  He 
was on very friendly terms with Shinozaki,  then chief of the Japanese Welfare 
Department,  co-operating with him whole-heartedly. 




  Following evidence of a Field Security Police who seized various 
documents from the home of Dr. Paglar,  Major W. Totman,  officer-in-charge of War 
Crimes,  stepped into the witness box and identified a volume of documents dealing with 
the activities of the accused in connection with the Eurasian Welfare Association and 
other matters. 
  One document referred to recruiting for an aircraft training  school,  while 
another paper dealt with apprentices for the navy s setting out qualifications and terms  
of service. 
  Various cuttings of the Syonan Shimbun,  a daily newspaper printed in 
English during the Japanese regime were produced,  also Domei news sheets.  Some of 
these were speeches made by Dr. Paglar on certain important dates on the Japanese 
calendar. 
 
Sinking of Awa Maru 
  Producing a letter Major Totman said it was from Shinozaki to the accused 
dealing with a short address which was more in the nature of an oath that the accused had 
to make on behalf of his community. 
  Another document,  added Major Totman, referred to the  sinking of the 
Awa Maru and arrangements of a mass meeting denouncing the "Americans' inhuman 
act". 
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  Also among the documents seized in connection with Dr. Paglar's arrest 
was a newspaper cutting referring to accused's broadcast to Japan. 
  Before the adjournment to this morning, Comm. Buttrose said a 
voluminous amount of evidence was yet to come. 
 
MT 17.1.1946 
This Morning's Evidence In Paglar Inquiry 
Prosecution Witness Cross-Examined 
The enquiry into allegations of treason against Dr Charles Joseph Paglar resumed this 
morning in the Special Court before Commissioner Corbett.   
Major Totman,  who put in documentary evidence yesterday,  was cross-examined by 
counsel for the defence,  Mr. P.F. de Souza,  this morning.  Major Totman said that letters 
from Mamoru Shinozaki,  chief of the Japanese Welfare Department during the Japanese 
occupation, to Dr. Paglar were couched in the nature of desires,  wishes,  orders and 
commands. 
"It is my personal opinion,"  Major Totman said, "that no matter in what form they were 
written,  these were instructins from the Japanese military authority to the leader of the 
Eurasian community. 
COUNSEL: In the course of your investigations,  Major Totman,  are you prepared to say 
that there are other people in Singapore who have made public utterances deriding the 
British and the Allies,  and boosting up the Japanese army,  and advising and asking the 
populace to cooperate whole-heartedly with the Japanese? 
WING COMMANDER BUTTROSE (Prosecutor):  I object most definitely to the 
question. 
COMMISSIONER COBBETT:  Question disallowed,  but placed on record. 
COUNSEL:  Supposing Dr. Paglar had objected at any time to carrying out instructions 
and orders of any Japanese official,  and if he had been truthful enough and brave enough 
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to inform such official that the reason for such refusal was because it would be treason 
against his king,  what would,  in your opinion,  have happened to Dr. Paglar? 
WING COMMANDER BUTTROSE:  I object 
COMMISSIONER COBBETT:  I allow that. 
MAJOR TOTMAN:  The Japanese would not tolerate any such refusal.  That is my 
opinion. 
The cross-examination lasted almost one hour,  after which Mr. A.J. Braga was called in 
as next witness for the prosecution. 
Yesterday's Evidence 
Voluminous documentary evidence produced by Major W. Totman of the War Crimes 
Investigation Department at the opening of the preliminary inquiry into the Paglar case in 
the Special Court yesterday occupied 2 3/4 hours,  Major Totman explaining briefly the 
gist of each document as he produced it. 
Major Totman testified that the documents were found in the house of Dr. Paglar.  
Included in the documents put in were cuttings from the "Syonan Shimbun" only 
English-language newspaper during the Japanese occupation of Singapore,  and letters,  
memoranda and a diary. 
When he opened the case for the prosecution,  Wing Commander M. Buttrose stated that 
evidence against Dr. Paglar would consist chiefly of documents including various press 
cuttings and notations found in Paglar's house.  The evidence,  he said,  would show that 
speeches made by Paglar generally urged all-out cooperation with the Japanese.  He 
would produce evidence,  said Wing Commander Buttrose,  to show that Paglar furnished 
weekly confidential reports to the Japanese. 
 
ST 18.1.1946 
Dr. C.J. Paglar Inquiry 
 
Did a lot of Good 
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  On the resumption of the hearing this morning Mr.A.J. Braga said he 
remembered an occasion when the accused told him he was expected to make a speech of 
the exploitation of the Anglo-Americans of the Asiatics.  He asked witness to help him 
and he (Braga) "gave him a paragraph". 
  Questioned by Wing Commander M.Buttrose, prosecutor,  Braga said Dr. 
Paglar did a lot of good for the Eurasian  community. 
  Before the capitulation he (Braga) was the vice-president of the Eurasian 
Association and in the early days following the fall,  he was looked upon as the leader of 
his community.  He "stepped out"  when he was told by F.V. Woodford,  that he was not 
liked by the Japs and Paglar came on. 
 
A Reign of Terror 
  Cross-examined by Mr.P.F. De Souza,  defence counsel,  Braga described 
the occupation of Singapore as a "reign of terror". 
  Mr. De Souza: Do you remember seeing human heads exhibited in town? - 
Yes,  I had to pass one every day on my wayto work. 
  What do you think was the reason for that display? - To  instill fear into 
the people.  Further questioned by defence counsel,  Braga said he was of the opinion Dr. 
Paglar was reluctant to take on the leadership.  He had been appointed.  Any false move 
on Paglar's part would have jeopardised the whole community,  concluded Braga. 
  Before the adjournment,  Thomas Hope,  a former editor in the Syonan 
Shimbun,  and at present residing in Penang,  gave evidence.  He said he remembered an 
occasion when the accused made a speech at a gathering at one of the picture theatres. 
  Everyone he had spoken to expressed their gratitude to Paglar for what he 
had done for his community.  The accused,  witness added,  was not the only person who 




ST 21 January 1946 
Treason Inquiry Continues 
Doctor's Acts of Charity Mentioned 
  Further evidence in the preliminary inquiry into allegations of treason 
against Dr. C.J. Paglar were recorded by Commissioner J.C. Cobbett in the Special Court 
yesterday. 
  Paglar is alleged to have collaborated with the Japanese authorities during 
the occupation of Singapore in his capacity as President of the Eurasian Welfare 
Association. 
  The inquiry which is being conducted by Wing-Commander M. Buttrose,  
was adjourned after the evidence of four witnesses,  and is scheduled to continue open 
Tuesday and Wednesday. 
  Reference to a contribution of $50,000,000 to the Japanese government by 
the Chinese community was made during yesterday's proceedings. 
  Following evidence by Major T.J. Isaacs of the Field Security Police,  and 
Capt. V.G. Wellings,  War Crimes Investigation Department,  who gave formal evidence 
of documents found in the home of the accused,  L.A. Woodford,  a school teacher said 
he remembered an occasion in January 1945,  when Dr. Paglar made a speech in favour 
of the Japanese government. He (witness) had also been present on other occasions when 
the accused made speeches. 
  Questioned by Mr. P.F. De Souza,  Defence Counsel,  Woodford said he 
had heard and read speeches made by other community leaders or representatives.  The 
tone of all public speeches were similar, he added. 
  Further questioned, Woodford said it was his opinion the Eurasian 
community was the most disliked and most distrusted by  he Japanese. 
  Asked to compare the conditions of Sime Road Internment Camp and 
Bahau,  witness said, "I think one was as bad as the other." 
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  Witness added that Paglar was regarded as the saviour of his 
 community. 
 
Wide Circle of Friends 
  Another witness,  F.V. Woodford,  said Paglar had a wide circle of friends 
including Japanese military officers and was popular with them. 
  Witness was secretary of the Eurasian Welfare Association at the time 
accused was president. 
  Wing Commander Buttrose: One of your duties was to supply information 
about Eurasians? - I gave information as required by the Japanese,  only in connection 
with registration forms. 
  Woodford admitted drafting one of Paglar's speeches while he(witness) 
was secretary. 
  Prosecutor: On Paglar's instructions? - Yes. 
  Woodford said he was present on occasions when accused made speeches.  
"All the speeches had one form - to praise the Japanese,  condemn the Anglo-Americans 
and to pledge all-out support to the Japanese,"  he added. 
  Replying to further questions by Wing Commander Buttrose,  Woodford 
said he remembered Paglar giving $500 to the Japanese Red Cross. That was in April 
1945. 
  He (witness) remembered Paglar pledging an oath at a meeting at the 
Cathay Building on Dec. 8 1943.  The oath,  Woodford added,  was outlined by 
Shinozaki.  "I drafted it and Shinozaki passed it,"  declared Woodford. 
  Cross-examined by defence counsel,  Woodford said Paglar had always 
been regarded as a charitable man both before and during the occupation. 
  Counsel:  Do you know if Paglar had received a petition signed by the 
wives of Eurasian POWs and internees asking for their release? - Yes. 
 160 
  Further questioned on Paglar's charitable activities,  Woodford stated he 
(the accused) had never refused help to anybody who requested it.  Paglar,  he added,  
was a very popular physician before and during the occupation and had an extensive 
practice. 
 
MT 23 January 1945 
Paglar Inquiry 
After the testimony of one witness had been recorded this morning in the Special Court,  
the inquiry into allegations of treason against Dr. C.J. Paglar was adjourned to Friday 
morning,  when Wing Commander M. Buttrose ,  prosecutor,  stated that Mamoru 
Shinozak,  his next witness,  had apparently been "commnadeered" by the military 
authorities. 
Shinozaki was the public welfare officer of the Japanese municipal administration during 
the Japanese occupation. 
Wing Commander Buttrose added that he,  Shinozaki would not be available today and 
tomorrow. 
When the inquiry was resumed yesterday morning,  Hector Donough,  who stated that he 
had worked in the Japanese Special Branch under Inspector Rayney,  testified that in 
march,  1943,  Rayney told him that Dr. Paglar was doing intelligence work for the 
japanese.  On Rayney's instructions,  said Donough,  he visited Dr. Paglar at his surgery 
in Coleman Street.  Dr. Paglar told him that he had been instructed by the Fort Canning 
Authorities to do intelligence work,  and that he was submitting weekly reports to Fort 
Canning and to Col. Nakajima,  head of the Propaganda Department. 
Dr. Paglar,  witness went on,  told him that he ws employing 20 men who got information 
for him.  A sum of money had been promised him,  while rice and sugar had been 
promised the informers,  Dr. Paglar had said. 
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As a result of instructions from Rayney,  witness said,  he had a further interview with 
Dr. Paglar and it was arranged that Dr. Paglar supply the Special Branch with a copy of 
his weekly reports in the future. 
"I collected these reports every Friday afternoon,"  witness stated, "and handed them to 
Rayney who passed them on to the Japanese officer in charge.  Eventually,  translation of 
each report went to the Inspector-General of Police named Ogata." 
The reports dealt chiefly with criticisms of Col. Nakajima's (then chief of the Jap Military 
Information Department)  press interviews and with the activities of communists up-
country,  Donough stated,  but no names were mentioned. 
Cross-examined by counsel,  Donough stated the Special Branch never acted on Paglar's 
reports. 
Next witness,  Mrs. L. Modder,  who stated she worked as typist to Dr. Paglar for some 
months,  deposed that there were several people who submitted reports on local reactions 
to Dr. Paglar.  Dr. Paglar told her never to disclose this to anybody. 
Counsel:  The subject matter of these reports was common knowledge in town? - Yes. 
Counsel:  What was your opinion of these reports? - Rather stupid. 
 
MT 25 January 1946 
Former Jap Welfare Officer's Evidence 
Mamoru Shinozaki,  Japanese officer in charge of the Public Welfare Department during 
the occupation,  took his stand in the witness box this morning,  when the inquiry into 
allegations of treason against Dr. C.J. Paglar was resumed in the Special Court today. 
Giving his evidence in English,  Shinozaki said that after the fall of Singapore,  he was 
appointed chief officer of the welfare department.  In this capacity he had close with 
(sic.) various communities in Singapore. 
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"I know Dr. Paglar," he said.  He added that he was very anxious at that time to have a 
respected leader for the Eurasian community in order that he (the leader) might protect 
and look after the community.   
 The Japanese military authorities,  he said,  has a very strong "opinion" against 
the Eurasian community.  Dr. Paglar was very much respected by the Japanese military 
authorities. 
Wing Commander Buttrose (prosecuting) - Is it a fact that Dr. Paglar co-operated whole-
heartedly with the japanese military authorities? - No,  it is not a fact. 
To another question Shinozaki said that Dr. Paglar did tell him that if he (Paglar) worked 
hard for the Japanese military authorities,  his people would be saved a lot hardships.  Dr. 
Paglar,  he added,  told him "I must co-operate with the Japanese or my people will 
suffer." 
Shinozaki stated that public speeches were controlled by the propaganda department,  
which worked through his welfare office. 
Regarding the "gunpo",  Shinozaki said that it was started in September, 1943,  and was a 
non-fighting miscellaneous duties corps. 
About September,  1943,  he said,  there was considerable unemployment,  and as a 
result,  he issued a circular to the leaders of various communities. 
"I followed that circular with a general request for unemployed men ...After August,  
1944,  the Japanese military authorities were feeling the shortage of manpower." 
Regarding a Japanese known as Gomah,  Shinozaki said he knew Gomah,  who was a 
civilian adviser attached to Army headquarters. 
"I do not know what his duties were.  I do not know if he was attached to the intelligence 
branch," he added. 
To another question Shinozaki said that he was present at a mass meeting held at the "Dai 
Toa Gekiho" (Cathay) held on Dec.8 1943.  Dr. Paglar was also present. 
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Shown a copy of the oath taken by Dr. Paglar on behalf of his community at the meeting,  
Shinozaki admitted it was a correct copy,  and added "I ordered him." 
The inquiry is proceeding. 
 
MT  STOP PRESS  25.1.1946 
Singapore Today (Noon) 
 In an emotional statement in the witness stand while under cross-examination by 
counsel for the defence, Mr. P.F. de Souza,  Mamoru Shinozaki declared: 
 "I was the one who directed Dr. Paglar.  I was the one who guided him all along.  
I did this because I knew the grave problem of the Eurasian community. 
 "I regret to see Dr. Paglar in this trouble today,  because all the responsibility rests 
on me. 
 "If anybody is to be punished,  please punish me." 
 
 
ST 26.1.1946  
Paglar Case:  Charge to be Framed on Monday.   
Shinozaki's Evidence 
  Following evidence by former Japanese Welfare Officer,  Mamoru 
Shinozaki,  the last witness called by the prosecution,  and a one-hour address by defence 
counsel, P. De Souza,  Commissioner J.C. Cobbett in the Special Court yesterday 
intimated that he would frame a charge which will be read out to Dr. Paglar on Monday. 
  The court refused to grant bail asked for by Mr. De Souza  who said. "We 
are prepared to furnish bail to the extent of two million dollars." 
  Greater part of the hearing yesterday was taken up by evidence given by 
Shinozaki,  who said he came to Malaya in 1938 and during the occupation was Chief 
Welfare Officer for the Military government. 
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  After explaining how he came to know accused Shinozaki said,  "I was 
very anxious to have a good leader for the Eurasian  community.......  the Jap military had 
a very strong opinion against Eurasians." 
  Asked if he had made alterations or additions to speeches accused made,  
witness said, "At the beginning he did not know how to speak or how to say a nice-
sounding speech.  So I guided him this way and that way." 
  Referred to certain speeches Dr. Paglar made in regard to recruitment for 
the Naval mechanical technical school and free labour service organization,  Shinozaki 
said Dr. Paglar did not make these speeches under compulsion. 
 After answering further questions witness broke in: "I was the one who directed 
Dr. Paglar.  I was the one who guided him  all along. I did this because I knew the grave 
position of the Eurasian community.  I regret to see Dr. Paglar in this trouble,  because all 




Special Court Decides Paglar has Case to Meet 
Counsel Makes Another Application for Bail 
At the conclusion of the case for the prosecution,  and after defence counsel made a one-
a-half hour submission to the Court,  yesterday,  Commissioner J.C. Cobbett of the 
Special Court stated that he was satisfied that Dr. Paglar had a case to meet. He was, 
therefore,  adjourning the case to Monday, he said,  on which date a charge would be 
framed against Dr. C.J. Paglar. 
Counsel for the defence,  Mr. P.F. de Souza making application for bail for Dr. Paglar 
stated that defence was quite prepared to furnish bail of up to $2,000,000.  The 
application failed,  Commissioner Cobbett stating that only a higher authority could 
consider bail. He was not prepared to grant it. 
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 After the emotional outburst by Mamoru Shinozaki in which he took the blame 
for all Dr. Paglar's alleged offences,  the Commissioner for the Special Court,  addressing 
Mr. P.F. de Souza,  counsel for the defence, said: "Quite a remarkable speech.  You don't 
call it evidence?" 
 Counsel: "No Sir,  but I admire the man's public spiritedness." 
 Prosecutor: "It would appear to be a mutual benefit society." 
 Counsel: "I can admire that spirit even from an enemy."  
 At this stage,  Mr de Souza informed the court that it had the power under section 
5 sub-sections 1 and 2 of the Proclamation (constituting the court) to discharge the 
accused if it was satisfied that the evidence produced by the prosecution was not 
sufficient to commit him,  but Commissioner Cobbett asked counsel to carry on with the 
cross-examination. 
 Continuing,  Shinozaki said that when the Japanese occupied Singapore the 
Military told him to treat all local peoples - "Indians,  Chinese Eurasians,  Malays and 
Arabs" - in the same category;  to treat Americans,  British,  Dutch and Eurasians whose 
parents were enemy subjects as enemy civilians. 
 In reply to another question by defence counsel,  Shinozaki said, "During all the 
time I knew him,  I knew Dr. Paglar was pretending to co-operate.  I advised him to 
pretend,  pretend ..."  he left the sentence unfinished when there was laughter in Court. 
 Asked if he agreed that Dr. Paglar saved his community by pretending,  Shinozaki 
answered in the affirmative. 
 Counsel:  Did you know that at the time the Japanese military authorities would 
use community leaders for political purposes? - No, I did not. 
 Counsel:  When Dr. Paglar made speeches,  others too, of different communities 
made speeches? - Yes. 
 Counsel:  These speeches were ordered by the Japanese Military authorities 
through you? - Yes. 
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 Counsel:  Did any community leader at any time refuse to make a speech? - 
Never. 
 Shinozaki went on to agree with counsel that it would have been dangerous not 
only for Dr. Paglar but for the whole Eurasian community if Japanese military orders 
were flaunted.  Conclusion of Shinozaki's evidence saw the close of the case for the 
prosecution. 
 
MT 30 January 1946 
Paglar charged with treason 
25 Witnesses to be called by Defence 
 When Dr. Charles Joseph Paglar,  Eurasian community leader during the Japanese 
occupation,  was committed for trial this morning on a charge of treason,  counsel for the 
defence Mr. P.F. de Souza,  informed the court that he would be calling 25 witnesses. 
 Witnesses named by counsel included prominent members of all communities in 
Singapore. 
 "I am not guilty of the charge against me,  and I reserve my defence,"  declared 
Dr. Paglar,  when the charge framed by Commissioner J.C. Cobbett was read out to him. 
 Dr. Paglar was committed to stand trial before the Superior Court. 
Among witnesses whom defence counsel disclosed he would call for the defence,  are:  
Dr. Lim Boon Keng,  Messrs. S.Q. Wong,  Lim Chong Pang,  Choo Lye Huat,  Liew Tian 
Poh,  Yeo Ching Swee,  Syed Mohamed Alkaff,  M. Hassan,  Tungku Hussain,  Tungku 
Kadir,  M.K.  Chiddambaram,  S.C. Goho,  K.P.K. Menon,  T. Jayakoddy,  E.H. Valberg,  
G.H. Kiat,  E.G. Wheatley,  S. Hope,  M. Anciano, G.E.N. Oehlers,  E.C.S. Labrooy,  C. 
Houghton,  A.M. Alsagoff,  S.I.O. Alsagoff and Miss Emily Lim. 
 
Text of Charge 
The charge against Dr. Paglar reads: 
 167 
 "That you in or about the month of February, 1942,  and on divers other days and 
occasions thereafter,  between that month and the month of August 1945,  being a British 
subject and whilst during that period a war was being carried and prosecuted by the 
Japanese Emperor and his subjects,  you were adherent to the King's said enemy in his 
realm,  giving to them aid and comfort in the realm or elsewhere,  to wit,  Singapore,  
contrary to the Treason Act 1351." 
 
ST report of 31 Jan 1946: 
[for 30 January 1946] 
   ... and the charge alleges that he was "adherent to the King's enemies in his 
realm,  giving them aid and comfort". 
  The charge goes on to detail the "overt" acts alleged to have been 
committed by him and which include recruiting and/or attempting to recruit,  persuade 
and exhorting members of the Eurasian community to join Japanese military auxillary 
forces and a volunteer army, naval and aeronautical training schools and the free labour 
service corps. 
  He is also alleged to have obtained confidential intelligence reports and 
given these to the Japanese Military Police. 
  The charge goes on to include the accused attempts to "solicit,  incite and 
persuade or endeavour to persuade"  members of the Eurasian community to give "all-out 
and wholehearted support and co-operation to the Japanese" making numerous public 
speeches and announcements to that end,  and the last item details a resolution Dr. Paglar 
is alleged to have made on Dec 8 1944,  at the Cathay in which as "leader of the Eurasian 
community" he pledged "loyal allegiance" and heartfelt co-operation with the Nippon 




[ST 12.2.1946]  Goho,  allegations of treason, treachery (and sedition?) was released on 
bail,  personal bond,  adjournment sine die and the legal adviser,  Col. F.G. Charlesworth 
said that he preferred not to state any reasons. 
 
ST report of 14 February 1946 
13 February 1946.   
Amended Charge: under section 121 of the Penal Code  "abetting the waging of war 
against His Majesty the King" 
Particulars of the amended charge:   
  Paglar is alleged,  at different dates during the Japanese occupation of 
Singapore, to have recruited,  persuaded and exhorted members of the Eurasian 
community to join the enemy military auxiliary forces,  naval aeronautical training 
school,  and the free labour service corps. 
  Other particulars of the charge are that he obtained and forwarded 
confidential reports to the Fort Canning Military Police,  and to Lieut.- Col Nakajima of 
the Japanese propaganda department,  and to the Japanese special branch. 
  Paglar is also accused of persuading Eurasians to give all-out support to 
the Japanese military administration,  and to have made a broadcast speech from the 
Cathay building. He is further alleged to have made an oath of allegiance. 
Accused claimed trial.  Case adjourned to 16 March 1946.  Bail granted with 2 
sureties for $10,000 
 
MT 14.2.1946 
Charge against Dr. Paglar:  Details 
The main offence detailed in the charge against Dr. Charles Joseph Paglar who was 
released on bail yesterday,  mentions the abetting the waging of war against His Majesty 
the King - an offence punishable under Section 121 of the Penal Code. 
The charge goes on to ennumerate that Dr. Paglar: 
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(a) on divers occasions between the months of October 1943 and February 1945 
recruited and/or attempted to recruit,  persuade and exhort members of the Eurasian 
community in Singapore to join:- (i) Gun-po and Hei-ho units (Military Auxilliary 
Forces);  (ii) Giyu-gun unit (Voluntary Army);  (iii) Naval and Aeronautical Training 
Schools; (iv) Free Labour Service Corps. 
(b) on divers occasions between the months of August 1943 and August 1945 
obtained or caused to be obtained weekly confidential intelligence reports and forwarded 
same to the Fort Canning Japanese Military Police,  Lt.-Colonel Nakajima of the 
Japanese Propaganda Dpartment and to the Japanese Special Branch Police. 
(c) on divers occasions between the months of August 1943 and August 1945 
solicited,  incited or persuaded or endeavoured to persuade  members of the Eurasian 
community of Singapore to give all-out support and co-operation to the Japanese Military 
Administration and publicly urged and exhorted them to assist the Japanese War 
Production and rendere active assistance by joining a Volunteer Force to undertake 
Military Labour. 
Two public statements attributed to Dr, Paglar comprise: (i) broadcast speech on or about 
Dec. 2 1944,  from the Cathay Building on the occasion of the third anniversary of the 
outbreak of Dai Toa Senso; (ii) speech delivered on January 3, 1945,  at the Roxy Cinema 
at which a resolution was read. 
(d)  on December 8,  1944,  delivered an oath of allegiance at a mass meeting held at 








Appendix 5:  Newspaper Reports on the Act of Clemency 
 
ST 29.3.46 
Sub-head:  Clemency for Collaborators 
As an act of clemency,  it has been decided not to institute further criminal proceedings 
against persons alleged to be guilty of collaboration with the enemy in British territories 
of South-East Asia in cases where no atrocity or brutality is involved says an 
announcement by SEAC HQ. 
This exception,  however,  will not cover persons charged with collaboration whose 
activities as informers led directly to atrocities,  brutality or murder by the enemy. 
Where convictions have already been obtained in the type of case where it has now been 
decided to extend clemency,  pardons will be granted and the convicted persons will be 
released. 
 
MT 30.3.1946: Editorial 
Act of Clemency 
From its cellars of propaganda pyrotechnics,  the Labour Government has selected its 
most mildewed squib and accorded South-East Asia the doubtful benefit of its action. "As 
an act of clemency"  it has been decided not to institute criminal proceedings against 
persons alledged to be guilty of collaboration with the enemy.  For this relief,  much 
thanks!  Ninety-nine per cent.of the population of South-East Asia may now breathe 
freely in the assurance that their heinous crime of endeavouring to keep themselves and 
their families alive during the period when Allied "protection" (as provided for in treaties 
and constitutions) was temporarily withdrawn. Who will be the ones to give expression to 
delight at this act of clemency?  Not those who pressed for the application of the utmost 
rigour against so-called collaborators.  Nor those who wasted their time and money by 
responding to public appeals to come forward with information.  Nor the teams of 
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painstaking investigators who have been at work (at public expense) for the past six 
months on prosecuting enquiries.  And assuredly not the alleged collaborators 
themselves,  many of whom are now deprived of the opportunity of having their case 
ventilated and their own views put before the public. 
A small minority of so-called collaborators were apprehended on various pretexts,  have 
spent some time under detention and have made appearences in court.  Whether they 
have liked it or no,  they have been made martyrs:  their names have been torn from the 
comparative obscurity of purely local prominence and repeatedly flashed across the five 
continents and the five oceans. Who have we to thank for this state of affairs?  In fairness 
to the B.M.A, and all departments working under them,  let it be clearly understood that 
the credit goes to London.  On a previous occasion it was stated by the B.M.A. Legal 
Officer that with regard to the trial of collaborators,  policy had been dictated from 
London.  In reply to a suggestion for the innovation or importation of new laws,  he 
stated that the policy was to try people according to our (British) laws and according to 
our ideas of justice. 
Now we would ask:  Was it in keeping with British ideas of justice to confine and restrain 
numberous individuals on what must now be regarded as flimsy evidence?  It will not 
pass unnoticed that this Labour Government decision to adopt a clement attitude has been 
taken at a time when numerous cases which did come before the courts had collapsed :  in 
more than one case defendants were informed that "they left the court without a stain on 
their character" -  a time-worn phrase,  but still one that serves a useful purpose in giving 
emphasis to the vindication of an innocent subject. 






Appendix  6 :     Extracts from interviewees supportive of Dr Paglar 
 
President S.R. Nathan,  26 November 2003,  Istana. 
 The President informed me that his family were from Muar and that they had been 
given free medical treatment and medicines by Dr. Paglar from the days they lied in Muar 
in the 1930s. 
 During WW2,  he was very ill with typhoid fever and Dr. Paglar made a house 
call late at night to examine him and to give him medicines.  He said that if the fever 
broke and he lasted the night he would be all right.   No charge was made for that visit or 
the medicines.  The President attibuted his survival of the illness to Dr. Paglar's 
treatment. 
 
Mrs Rowena Tessensohn nee Woodford,  retired school principal.  29 December 
2001. 
 You just ask me about Dr. Paglar!  He was a very good man.  You know what the 
British were like to us.... And the Eurasians were a diisgrace talking about him behind his 
back and taking his medicines for free.  I can tell you many poeple's names who were 
helped by him...  and they were so jealous,  many of them. 
 
Mr Lee Kip Lee,  Ketua Peranakan Association of Singapore. 6 January 2005. 
 My recollection of Dr. Paglar during the occupation was that he always extended 
a helping hand to those in need.  We received the occasional bag of rice from him, and 




Mrs Koh Keong Tuan,  4 April 2003 - daughter of Cheong Koon Seng,  the property 
consultant (whose company bears the same name) and auctioneer.  She spoke with deep 
feeling and had tears in her eyes throughout: 
I was a teacher before the Occupation.  From December 1941 until February 1942 
I volunteered as a nurse at the Yock Eng School,  even though I knew nothing of 
nursing except for some experience with the St John's Ambulance atschool.  I 
remember eating Christmas turkey at the school. I remember both Dr. Paglar and 
Dr Tessensohn at Yock Eng.  At that time I was living at Joo Chiat. 
 Dr Paglar was always so kind and so good.  He delivered both my girls.  But 
 by the time my son was to be delivered he was too ill.  this was June of 1954. 
 Still he put me in the room upstaris next to his.  He called me "girl". 
 Always he treated the Eurasian community,  delivered their babies and never 
 asked for money.  
 When he died it was the rainy season and heavy rain.  His grave was flooded,  
 probably because of the buckets of tears from me. 
 
Tan Sri Samad Ismail,  18 January 2004,  personal interview a very young man 
barely in his twenties, had been arrested by the BMA and charged with sedition,  having 
been the editor of the Malay language newspaper Berita Malai which was clearly anti-
British.  He  described Dr. Paglar in an interview as a person he knew of in the days of 
the Occupation and after who was  " Social welfare  par excellence" 
 
 
Mrs Elizabeth Choy, War heroine.  Telephone interview on 2 February 2002. 




Ms Aisha Akbar,  9 September 2003,  email response 
 The newspapers may have said ill of him,  but I knew for a fact that he was 
 smuggling medicines to the prisoners in Changi which was a very dangerous 
 thing to do.  He was a very kind and generous man and everybody who knew 
 what he wsa doing to help people with free medicines from his clinic will say 
 so. 
 
Mr. Chong Tian Hoo,  NIE lecturer,  July-August 2003 
 I was very young when this happened.  It was during the war and one evening Dr. 
Paglar brough a small Chinese boy to our house.  He was a few years older than me.  Dr. 
Paglar spoke to my father for some time and left some money with my father and I never 
saw him again.  My father looked after this boy who was not a relative till he finished 
school and left our home. 
 
Nellie Pillai nee Bracken,  Perth Australia, June 22nd 2005 
 "Dr. Paglar ws our family doctor.  He treated the Eurasians and other people who 
had no money - you could go to him.  I don't think my father and mother ever paid him a 
cent.  His Chinese wife was terrible.  You have to pay up first before you can go to him.  
So poorer people were rather reluctant.  maybe she was doing him a favour and being 
businesslike." 
 
Mrs Margaret Clarke,  nee Cockburn,  retired Director of Inchcape Ltd,  November 
2003. 
 Mrs Clarke is confined to a wheelchair and has difficulty speaking.  She said very 
clearly, "He was a very good man who helped many people.  He had a very good.."  and 




Appendix  7:  Extracts from Bamboo Doctor  by  Stanley S. Pavillard,  1960. 
 
 ...   but before long I decided that Penang was a one-horse kind of place,   with 
 poor facilities and no privacy (from a merry bachelor's point of view,  that is);  
 also,  there was too much work.  So off I went and settled down in Singapore 
 as full-time MO to the Volunteer Forces there. 
 Singapore was gay and rowdy in those days:  no blackout,  no air-raid shelters,  in 
fact very little preparation of any kind against a Japanese attack:  rumours grew more and 
more insistent,  but there were pleanty of parties and always plenty to drink,  and it was 
easy to find comfot and assurance. 
 Then, very surprisingly (I was still a young and inexperienced doctor),  I found 
myself resigning my commission and leaving Singapore.  I had known Dr Cross,  the 
Medical Director at Bedong ... he and his wife were good friends  ... and when he died... I 
applied for his job at Mrs Cros' suggestion...;  yet before  long I was driving north, ... 
and at the end of it a fine modern hospital to run as my own,  a lordly house to live in ... 
pool ...very refreshing toa young doctor with a hard day's work ahead of him. 
 
 
At page 22 
... The civilians suffered most.Singapore had a population of well over a million and a 
half,  and this was now being increased rapidly by refugees and our retreating forces. 
My RAP  at 64 Tanjong Katong Road was situated almost opposite a big Chinese school, 
[Yock Eng School]  which had been converted into a Medical Aid Station,  staffed by 
several civilian doctors,  most of them Eurasians.  After air raids I attended to my own 
casualties first and would then go acorss the road and give a helping hand with the 
hundreds of severely injured civilians. 
 
At pages 48 - 52 
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One evening I learned that the Vultures [a nickname given to the men of the Straits 
Settlements Volunteer Forcesby the regular soldiers for their extensive local contacts for 
supplies] had been working in Coleman Street.  Now I knew that a Eurasian doctor of my 
acquaintence had consulting rooms in Coleman Street,  and I fel sure that he would help 
us.  He and I had worked together in the bloody days before the capitulation;  an 
experience of that kind cements friendship and I felt sure that I could rely upon him. 
  
I set out next day for Coleman Street with a list of the medicines which I hoped my friend 
would give us and also with two cheques for £11 drawn on my account with Martins 
Bank at Liverpool and the other for $100 on my account with the Mercahntile bank of 
India,  Raffles Place,  Singapore.  The idea was that my friend should give me $100 in 
cash,  and then please himself which cheque to use in repayment. 
 
Soon I spotted his surgery and when work started I asked the Jap guard if I could walk up 
Coleman Street and do some shopping.  He grunted and nodded,  and then followed 
slowly some little distance behind as I moved up the street,  gazing into shop windows 
and feeling very hopeful.  At the door of my friend's surgery I saw his office boy 
standing;  he told me the doctor was at home,  so I wasted no time,  but glanced round 
quickly to make sure that my guard was walking slowly some distance away and then 
dashed up the stairs.  There was my friend writing at his desk.  I only had a few moments,  
and my sudden appearance must have startled him.  "Look," I said, "we're in a bloody 
mess and urgently need vitamin B.1,  emetine and M & B 693 tablets,  also could you 
cash me a cheque for $100? 
 
He stared at me,  muttering,  "I don't know,  I don't know!"  Then I heard the Jap guard's 
gruff voice downstairs,  so I dashed away,  bawling out "Never mind,  I'll write you a 
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letter",  and out I rushed into the street,  explaining to the guard as he stumbled crossly 
after me that it was all a mistake,  this was the wrong shop. 
 
I felt sure that I was in for a good beating and thought I had better make mu movements 
look more plausible,  so I ran into the next shop and bought the first thing which caught 
my eye,  which was a roll of toilet paper.  The Jap guard burst out laughing to see me 
paying good money for bumf.  I realised that that twenty-cent piece was my last coin.  I 
walked along gloomily,  repenting this wasteful purchase;  my guard went on laughing 
happily while brooded on what I would like to do with the paper. 
 
I had placed great hopes on this plan,  and so far nothing had come of it.  That evening,  
back in the camp [River Valley Road]  ,  I spoke to a fellow Vulture who ws Eurasian by 
birth - a voluntary prisoner,  therefore - and whose son used to come up to the barbed-
wire fence at night to bring his father food and money and something else whcih we 
wanted even more urgently,  namely news of the war.  This officer suggested that if I 
wrote a letter to my doctor friend,  it could be delivered by his son in the course of one of 
these dangerous expeditions. 
I wrote the letter,  the boy took it,  and the next day I heard that the doctor had not 
handed over any money or drugs,  but had merely told the boy to come back next day for 
the answer.  This was ominous:  it smelt like a trap.  It was the kind of situation which 
interested the Kempei Tai or thought police,  the Japanese equivalent of the NKVD,  and 
decapitation seemed a very probable fate for this young boy and for the father and myself 
as well. 
 
The boy kept the appointment,  which was brave of him.  The doctor said he could do 
nothing to help,  and said also that no further attempt must be made to contact him.  He 
kept the cheques and my letter.  A few days later we saw in a local paper that this same 
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doctor had been appointed by the Japs as leader of the Eurasian community in Singapore.  
Even before the war he was sympathetically disposed towards the Japs,  and when they 
came he welcomed them in the most wholehearted way.  He was entitled,  perhaps,  to 
these political views,  but in my opinion his behaviour was a major betrayal of a doctor's 
duty and of personal friendship as well. 
 
We had other opportunities of observing how things had changed and how antagonisms 
previously latent had flared up.  On one occasion I went with a working party to a certain 
hospital in Singapore which had been damaged and needed tidying up;  I wandered about 
asking questions and I soon discovered that no Japanese doctors were working there.  
During the rest period at lunchtime,  the Jap guard lay down and dozed and I had a 
chance to slip into the hospital in search of professional friends.  I found them in a room 
very familiar to me since I had often been there before the capitulation:  four Eurasian 
doctors,  in conference perhaps or resting after their morning's work,  sitting around with 
glasses of beer.  I imagined myself being welcomed and offered a glass;  but one of them 
who was apparently in charge said brusquely "What do you want?"  I explained that we 
were very short of medicines and that I would be most grateful if they could let me have 
some vitamins and M & B 693 tablets. 
 
He answered softly: "Well,  well, well:  look at thge British begging.  How the mighty are 
fallen!"  then,  softly: "Get downstairs,  quickly,  before I call the Japs!" 
 
I came away flushed with anger,  cursing the turncoat bastards,  with the echo of their 
high-pitched laughter still sounding in my ears like the jabbering and screeching of a 
pack of castrated monkeys. 
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People of this kind somehow seem to find it wasy to dodge justice.  About three months 
before the end of the war this particular doctor who spoke to me so politely saw the 
writing on the wall and he went with some colleagues to the Civilian Internees' Camp in 
Sime Road,  Singapore,  with large quantities fo drugs and medicines.  This noble 
generous gesture ws taken at its face value by the internees,  who were starving and 
ridden with disease and knew nothing of these men and their whole-hearted collaboration 
with the enemy.  Then,  when the war ws over,  these people got away scot free:  perhaps 
because of holding some position in the community,  or perhaps because of influence or 
political intrigue.  Summary execution would have been appropriate,  and would have 
been more in keeping with the precedent established by the Japanese in 1942,  when 
thousands of innocnet Asians were liquidated for alleged collaboration with the British.  
Our own more generous policy was bitterly resented by the local people,  many of whom 
had suffered more from the activities of their ambitious fellow-countrymen than from the 
Japanese themselves. 
 
After episodes like these it was all the more pleasant to come across the opposite spirit at 
work.  On one occasion I was with a working party detailed to clean up the area around 
the Singapore Cold Storage when I spotted my butcher presiding over his stall .....There 
were tropical fruits[sic]... fish ... Big crabs too... they reminded me of dinner parties in a 
past which seemed very far away,  when all the mems had commented uopn the beauty of 
of these juicy fillet steaks ...  It was most comforting to have these evidences of Asian 
friendship.  I have said before,  but cannot be said too often,  that the Chinese were the 
best-disposed towards us. 
At pg 142 
On September 8th Lady Louis Mountbatten came to visit us: ... It was wonderful to see a 
white woman again and to be told of the sympathy which had been felt for usand the 
efforts made on our behalf while we were prisoners;  but it was shattering to be told by 
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her that Winston Churchill was no longer Prime Minister.  His voice and utterances had 
been picked up on our secret wireless and had meant a lot to us:  it seemed almost 





























Appendix 8   Dr. Paglar's Awards and Appointments 
 
1919:   WWI :  General Service Medal being a native volunteer doctor,  rank of 
 Medical  Staff Sergeant,  British Military Hospital,  Blakang Mati. 
1937:  The Order of Humane Merit (Gen.),  DN (Ven.) 
 The George VI and Queen Elizabeth Coronation Medal 
1946:  The Defence Medal - being a volunteer in the MAS and the Surgeon-in-Charge 
 at Yock Eng Depot and Casualty Station,  Tanjong Katong Road,  1941-1943. 
 He had been a volunteer with the Medical Auxiliary Services since 1939. 
1948 Dato' Paduka Mahkota, Johore, DPMJ. 
 The Order of the Crown of Johore 
1950 Pingat Ibrahim Sultan 
 Appointed Justice of the Peace  
1951 The Order of the Brotherhood of St. John of Jerusalem,  OBSt.J. 
1953 Queen Elizabeth Coronation Medal  
1954 The Boys Scout Organizations Medal of Merit 















Appendix 9:     Dr. Paglar’s speech and resolution of 2 January 1945,   




 At the Fuji Gekijo,  where little Eurasian girls gave a number of pleasing song and 
dance numbers,  the function was presided over by Dr. C.J. Paglar,  President of the 
Eurasian Welfare Association. 
 Dr. Paglar said: ‘The year 2604,  just ended, has been a most memorable one, for 
did it not prove to the Anglo-American enemies that Nippon is capable of dealing 
crushing and stunning blows wherever and whenever required?  Take the air battles 
fought recently off Taiwan and the Philippines for example,  where the enemy lost more 
than half his main naval strength in aircraft carriers,  battleships,  cruises and other war 
vessels. 
 It has been memorable also for another rreason: The people of East Asia more 
than ever today,  fully realise that his war must be won by them,  for an Asiatic victory is 
the only means to world peace. 
 As we step into the new year,  I would like all my Eurasian brothers and sisters of 
Syonan in one solid body to resolve to work harder and cooperate with the Nippon 
Administration in every way possible.  Let our new year motto be “Work with a will and 
work unceasingly for the day of final Victory”. 
 It is true that in the Anglo-American camp today the lives of millions of people 
there have been made more and more unbearable with the passage of time.  There are 
strikes,  demonstrations,  food shortages,  sicknesses and disease prevalent in all the areas 
so-called ‘liberated’ by the Anglo-American forces,  both on the European continent and 
in England and America. 
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East Asia Firmly United 
East Asia,  on the other hand,  stands firmly united in one solid body.  Under the 
able leadershp and brilliant example set us by Nippon,  we Asiatics,  one billion strong,  
are solidly united to see that this war wll be carried out till final victory is achieved. 
The task set ahead of each and every one of us is not easy,  but are not sacrifices 
worthy of being made if we realise what Nippon is waging this war for,  acting as the 
libertor of all races in Asia?  The Nippon people realise they must and will win this war.  
We Asiatics also realise that victory must come to us and are determined that this year 
shall be one which will bring about a turning point in the situation thereby enabling 
Nippon to secure final victory. 
Resplendent under the brilliant rays of the sun,  warring Nippon as also warring 
East Asia,  greets the new year with a surging confidence,  unswerving determnation and 
well-founded hope in complete and final victory this year. 
Let every citizen of Syonan whether he be Chinese,  Malay,  Indian or Eurasian 
resolve to go all-out during this year so that the day of final victory can be hastened.  In 
offices,  factories, schools, workshops and out in the fields and farms,  each and every 
one of you can be a soldier on the Home Front.  Do your work conscientiously and 
honestly.  Face whatever trials and hardships that may be ahead wih a firm spirit and be 
ready to sacrifice yourselves for the happiness and well-being of others and the 
generations that are to come. 
I now ask you all,  ladies and gentlemen,  to stand up while I move this resolution: 
That we Eurasians in Syonan assembled here firmly resolve to fight shoulder to 
shoulder with Nippon on the Home Front and never to give up till final victory is 
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achieved.  We further resolve to re-double our efforts in the New Year,  to be good law-
abiding citizens of Syonan and to make every sacrifice necessary for the attainment of 
victory so that the principle of “Asia for Asiatics” may be brought to complete fruition 
and peace and prosperity reigns once again all over East Asia.” 



































Appendix  10:      Funeral Tributes upon the death of Dr. C.J. Paglar 
 
Proceedings of Second Legislative Council, Fourth Session,  
Singapore, 14.12. 1954. 
 
TRIBUTE TO THE LATE DR. C.J. PAGLAR (MEMBER FOR CHANGI) 
The Colonial Secretary [Mr W.A.C. Goode, C.M.G.] :    
 Sir,  this Council and the Colony have suffered a sad loss in the death of the 
Honourable Member for Changi (Dr. Paglar),  and I ask your permission,  Sir,  and that 
of the Council that we interrupt our normal order of business for a few minutes so that 
we may pay tribute to him. 
The President [ His Excellency the Governor Sir John Nicoll, K.C.M.G.] : 
 I am sure it is the wish of all Members that this should be done. 
Mr Tan Chin Tuan [C.B.E.  Member for the Chinese Chamber of Commerce, 
Deputy President] :   
 Sir,  with your permission,  may I,  on behalf of my unofficial colleagues,  
express our deep sympathy to the widow and family of Dr. Paglar,  an Honourable 
Member of this Council,  whose sad and untimely death occurred but a few days ago?  
The news of his death came as a shock to all of us,  for it was only at the last meeting 
that he was in his usual place making his usual entertaining speech. 
 Dr Paglar represented Changi,  to which constituency he was elected in 1951.  
He had always taken a keen interest in the people of the whole island,  and not only 
those of his consituency.  He was also always non-communal in his outlook and all this 
is readily evident from the long list of questions filed by him in practically every 
meeting of this Council.  He was also one of those blessed with that uncommon gift of 
being able to be entertaining even when dealing with the most serious matters of this 
Council. 
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 We shall therefore miss the usual light-hearted half-hour during the 
adjournment,  when he often brightened the proceedings with humourous allusions 
which tended to soothe any feelings which might have been injured by his forthright 
and caustic comments. 
 Sir,  we are sad indeed to have suffered this loss. 
The Colonial Secretary: 
 Sir,  on behalf of all of all of us on this side of the House,  I whole-heartedly 
endorese the sentiments which have been so well expressed by the Honourable Member 
for the Chinese Chamber of Commerce (Mr. Tan Chin Tuan). 
 Dr Paglar's death has been mourned by a whole host of people in Singapore.  
Indeed he could have no better tribute to his life here than the widespread sense of 
personal loss caused by his going from us.  His is mourned not only by his charming 
wife and family,  to whom we express our deepest and most sincere sympathy in their 
distress;  he is mourned by a vast number of other people in this colony,  by his 
personal friends,  by the hundreds of members of organizations,  such as the Saint 
John's Ambulance Brigade and the Boy Scouts for whom he did so much,  and by all 
sorts of sportsmen in all walks of life here in Singapore;  and,  above all,  by so many 
humble people for whom he was always ready to do anything he could to help them.  It 
can well be said that he spent himself in service to others. 
 I did not myself have the privilege of knowing Dr. Paglar long,  but in the short 
time that I have been back in Singapore,  I met him constantly not only in this Council 
and in the business of ths Council,  but at parades and other gatherings of the St. John's 
Ambulance Brigade,  the Boy Scouts,  at all sorts of sports meetings and gatherings,  
with our teams in the Asian Games,  for instance and so on.  His activities among us 
were innumerable,  and there will be many a parade or sports meeting or gathering or 
function at which his well-known and popular figure will be sadly missed. 
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 And we shall miss him in this Council.  Perhaps no one more than I because as 
has been said,  our adjournment speeches will not be the same without him.  Inevitably, 
we on this side of the House often had to disagree with his remarks and do our best to 
counter them.  But as I look across at his seat opposite to me,  I shall always remember 
two things about Dr Paglar:  the first was that any matter he raised was raised to help 
others - his interest was for the ordinarry man and woman,  and his work was for them;  
the second is the characteristic which has already been referred to by the Honourable 
Member for the Chinese Chamber of Commerce - his unfailing good humour.  How 
often during the past year have our deliberations in this Council been enriched and 
warmed by his ready smile and his generous good nature! 
 His going from us leaves a place that will be hard to fill.  We shall long 
remember him,  and in remembering him let us remember those fine qualities of his:  a 
warm heart and good nature. 
 
The President: 
I will now ask all members to stand for a minute in memory of our late fellow Member 
whom we shall always remember with affection as a warm-hearted man. 
The Council stands in silence. 
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